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Che Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, JANUARY 13, 1866. 
+> -- 

New RULES AND A TABLE OF FEES have been made 
for the Probate Court, to take effect as from Thursday 
last, the 11th instant. These, which are in addition to 
the new rules for the Divorce Court, already given in 
our columns,* will be found in ewtenso in our issue this 
morning. 











On THURSDAY LAST, 11th inst., being the first day of 
Hilary Term, Henry Hopley White, Esq., Treasurer of 
the Middle Temple, the Hon. Anthony Ashley, of the 
Inner Temple, Conveyancer, William Henry Cripps, Esq., 
of the Middle Temple and Oxford Circuit, John Robert 
Davison, Esq., of the Middle Temple and Parliamentary Bar, 
and William George Granville Venables Vernon Harcourt, 
of the Inner Temple and Parliamentary Bar, having been 
raised to the dignity of Queen’s counsel, were called 
within the bar with the customary formalities. 





Tue Pall Mall Gazette, commenting upon the case of 
Augustus George Fletcher, the cashier who, according to 
his own account, robbed the Union Bank, Melbourne, of 
£10,000, states that it thence appears that “ we grant 
to our colonies the privilege which France wishes for 
and cannot obtain. Whenever a warrant is issued in a 
glony against any one for treason or felony, and he flies 
to England, the warrant may be indorsed by the Secre- 
tary of State, and the criminal is arrested and sent back 
tothe colony where the offence was committed.” And 
it suggests as the possible reason that the same forms of 
criminal procedure prevail in Australia as in England, 
while those of France differ in several important points. 

The whole of this is, however, inaccurate, and displays 
just the sort of inaccuracy which might be expected 
where a writer takes up a question with which he is only 
acquainted pro hac vice. The course we take with 
tespect to extradition to our colonies is precisely the same 
as that we have taken towards France, America, or other 
countries with which we have extradition treaties. The 
difference is, that those countries whose forms are similar 
to our own, understand and are satisfied with our course 
of proceeding, while the French, whose idea of criminal 
procedure is so essentially different from ours, do not un- 
derstand it, and are not satisfied with it. In the case in 
question, had the demand for extradition duly arrived, 
the defendant would have been apprehended, and brought 
before a magistrate, who, if he thought the depositions 
would have warranted him in committing the prisoner for 
trial, had the crime been committed in England, would 
have remanded him to prison to await the Home Secre- 
tary’s order for his delivery up; but he would not, nor 
would the Home Secretary, have acted without inquiry, 
simply on the authority of the colonial warrant. This is 
what the French Emperor now wishes us to do, forget- 
ting, as our facetious contemporary Punch reminds us, 
that, not so very long ago, such a reading of the Treaty 
Would have been awkward for him. 





THE Home Crrcuit has this week given a dinner to 
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Mr. Justice Lush in testimony of the respect and affec- 
tion which they feel for their late member, and of the 
satisfaction and pride with which they view his promotion 
to the Bench. It may be truly said that there was no 
man more popular with both branches of the profession 
than Mr. Lush, nor was there any advocate who more 
completely possessed, as he deserved, the confidence of 
clients. If all the barristers and all the solicitors of 
London had been polled upon the question of who 
should be promoted on the last vacancy to the judicial 
bench, it is probable that a large majority would have 
voted for Mr. Lush; and, therefore, when a speaker at this 
dinner said that the appointment of the guest of the 
evening to a judgeship was “thoroughly good and honest,” 
the sentiment was emphatically applauded and adopted 
by the company. Mr. Lush is a self-made man, who from 
a low beginning has raised himself to a position of high 
dignity, and if he now enjoys the smile of fortune, we 
may be sure that he has also felt her frown. It is 
stated on what we believe to be good authority that Mr. 
Lush came up from Shaftesbury to London to be em- 
ployed as a clerk in the office of Mr. Bishop, Solicitor, of 
New Bridge-street. He afterwards hecame clerk at Judges’ 
Chambers, and now he has becojne a judge. As was 
said at this dinner, he has attained this great success in 
life “by steadily marching upon his point;” he has per- 
severed through difficulty and disvouragement until he 
gained high reputation and extensive practice as an 
advocate, and, lately, promotion to that judicial seat 
which he will fill with advantage to the public, and 
where his late brethren of the Home Circuit will rejoice 
to see him. 

The dinner took place at the Albion Tavern, Alders- 
gate-street, on Wednesday last, Mr. Montagu Chambers, 
Q.C., the leader of the circuit, being in the chair. On his 
right hand was the guest of the evening, Mr. Justice 
Lush. There were also present Mr. Justice Willes, Mr. 
Baron Bramwell, and Mr. Baron Channell, whom the 
circuit is proud to reckon among its former members. 
The absence of Mr. Justice Shee, who had been obliged 
to leave London to finish the business of the winter assize, 
deprived the circuit of the pleasure of once more hearing 
at its dinner-table a familiar voice. Letters expressing 
regret at inability to attend were received from Sir 
George Rose, Lord Chelmsford, and many other dis- 
tinguished members, past or present, of the circuit, 
who joined in heart, although not in person, in this 
festival. Age and infirmity accounted for the absence 
of Sir George Rose. The excuse of public duty which 
was urged on behalf of Mr. Locke, Q.C., scarcely recon- 
ciled the circuit to the non-appearance of this master 
of convivial oratory. It was rumoured that Mr. Locke 
was at that time presiding over a tea-meeting, and 
perhaps, actually pouring out tea among his enlightened 
constituents of the borough of Southwark; and it was 
felt that if Mr. Locke could only speak on tea as well as 
he can on claret, he must at that very moment be reflect- 
ing honour upon the circuit by his wit and eloquence. 
Another necessary absentee was the Recorder of London, 
whose appointment as commissioner to Jamaica is highly 
gratifying to the circuit to which he once belonged. It 
may be stated, without fear of contradiction, that Mr. 
Russell Gurney is as well qualified for judicial investiga- 
tion as Mr. Locke is for presiding over the feast of reason 
and the flow of tea. The Home Circuit has good cause 
to be proud of the varied talents and aceomplishments of 
its members, seeing that it can supply the right man in 
the right place, both at a happy and harmonious tea- 
table, and in a miserable and distracted sugar island. 

The toastof the evening was drunk with hearty acclama- 
tion,and it was acknowledged with the genuine eloquence 
of one who means what he says, and says no more than 
he means. From the call to the bar of Mr. Lush to his 
taking his seat upon the bench was exactly five-and-twenty 
years. Mr. Chambers, who, as leader of the circuit, pro- 
posed his health, was well qualified to speak of his career, 
seeing that he has belonged to the same circuit for seven- 
1l 
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and-thirty years. Men who have battled in court, and 
fraternised at a bar mess during a quarter of a century 
cannot help knowing one another well; and when Mr. 
Chambers spoke of the industry, learning, ability, and 
geniality of Mr. Justice Lush, he was entitled to be believed, 
even if his audience had not known of theirown knowledge 
that he spoke the truth. He added one other feature—viz., 
modesty which did not seek promotion, but was content 
with striving earnestly to deserve it. Mr. Justice Lush 
told his hearers that satisfaction at reaching a position 
of partial relief from severe and anxious labour was 
mingled with regret at separation from the employment 
and companions of so many years. He has now attained 
to the “ upmost round” of professional elevation, but he 
does not “unto the ladder turn his back.” On the 
contrary, he confesses that he is hardly yet reconciled to 
that position by which, if he has gained, he has also lost. 
The position of a leading advocate at the bar, with the 
excitement of conflict, the pride of victory, an eminence 
among social equals which is accorded to genuine worth 
and ability alone, and, above all, the free play of intellect, 
the unbounded scope which is allowed for eloquence, and 
the hearty appreciation which is bestowed on mental 
endowments or acquirements of every kind—all these con- 
siderations may well cause one to pause when the question 
is about exchanging the position of Mr. Montagu Chambers 
for that of Mr. Justice Lush. It is difficult to make 
even such an advantageous step as that from the bar to 
the bench, 
Nor cast one longing, lingering look behind. 

But it is to be hoped that within a few years Mr. Jus- 
tice Lush will, as a judge of assize, re-appear among his 
old comrades of the Home Circuit, and he will be as 
welcome as the arbiter, as he once was when a partaker, 
of forensic strife. In the interest of suitors we may wish 
that his coming may not be distant, for he is now in his 
prime of intellectual power, and possesses acuteness, indus- 
try, and ability to deal rapidly and satisfactorily with 
the heavy cause lists of what may be called the Metro- 
politan Circuit. The lamented death which made room 
on the bench for Mr. Justice Lush was probably caused 
by the severe strain imposed on the feeble frame of the 
late Mr. Justice Crompton by his concientious efforts to 
dispose of a vast mass of business at the last assizes. But 
it may be hoped by the innumerable friends of Mr. Justice 
Lush that it will be many years before hard work will 
disagree withhim. If life and health be granted to him 
he is certain to justify the approbation which both 
branches of the profession have expressed at his promo- 
tion to the judicial bench. 


Ir Miss LoxGworru succeeds in nothing else, she will 
at any rate have the “merit” of leaving an example of 
rabies litigiosa in its most persistent form. Her last 
announcement is to the effect that “so far from the de- 
cision in the House of Lords upon her case being final, 


there are still two stages. There is an appeal from the 
Scotch courts to the House of Lords to determine the 
validity of the Scotch marriage, which will be made by 
her, and there may be an appeal to the same tribunal 
from the Irish Court which determined that the Irish 
marriage was legal; but,” she adds, “the Major has not 
yet made it, nor is likely to, for he is hiding abroad.” 
We presume that so far as the appeal from the Court of 
Session is concerned, no one can prevent her from prose- 
euting it, and under the peculiar circumstances of the 
case we do not doubt that so long as there is the remotest 
chance of success, there are those to be found who are 
reaAy to supply the requisite funds for the purpose; but 
the idea of an appeal from the Irish judgment, as neces- 
sary on Major Yelverton’s part in order to get rid of her 
claim to be his wife, is simply ridiculous, True, an Irish 
jury found, as a fact, that she was his wife, and in con- 
sequence saddled him with the expense of paying a large 
eum for her maintenance, and that finding was itself a 
fact sdducible (and adduced) in evidence before the 
Court in the action of “ putting to silence” in Scotland ; 





but the judgment of the Court in Ireland was m 
“that the plaintiff do recover” the aforesaid sum for 
maintenance; and so far is it from affecting her 

that it would not even be evidence for the plainiiff in g 
fresh action for her maintenance at the suit of a new 
plaintiff. We believe that the money has been paid; 
and it is certainly unlikely that Major Yelverton or any 
one else will think it necessary or advisable to carry to 
the House of Lords a question involving no matter of 
status or right, but merely the payment of a sum not 
larger than the probable costs of the appeal. 


THERE IS A PROVERB which, if not as old as those of 
Solomon, is probably not less familiar, to the effect that 
if a man act as his own attorney, he has not a very wise 
individual for his client. The wisdom of this “old saw” 
has been frequently demonstrated, but its most recent 
exemplification has been furnished by the proceedings in 
the case of Turquand v. Bennett, which was 
before his Honour the Master of the Rolls, on the 18th 
December, 1865. It is wholly unnecessary to travel 
through the tortuous intricacies of the transactions which 
took place between the notorious “ National ” Company in 
which Peter Morrison figured so conspicuously, and the 
“Defender” Company; but it seems that in the course of 
what his Honour called the “legerdemain,” Mr, Fiddey, 
a solicitor, out of his own moneys, advanced a sum of 
£10,000 upon title deeds to property worth, as it ap- 
peared, more than double the amount. A portion of the 
security offered were some houses at Erith, in Kent, worth 
£7,500, and the deed of conveyance shown to Mr. Fiddey 
at the time of the advance was perfect to all appearance; 
but, unfortunately for Mr. Fiddey, it was wanting in the 
little particular which alone could make the tendered 
security of the slightest value. The description of the 
deed given by the Master of the Rolls would certainly 
be amusing were it not for the commiseration which all 
must feel for a gentleman of Mr. Fiddey’s known pro 
fessional standing. His Honour said:—* Jt recites a 
very good title, and the sole defect of the title is, that the 
material link is imaginary. Thereupon £10,000 is ob- 
tained from Mr. Fiddey. He has the deeds handed over 
to him, and he is put in possession of the property.” 
What this is worth is told by the result. Mr. Fiddey is 
ordered forthwith to part with the deeds and the pro- 
perty, being paid only what he has expended in im- 
provements, and accounting for rents and profits; and he 
is left to recover what he can from two bankrupt com- 
panies which are in process of being wound up. No 
doubt the explanation is that furnished by Mr. Fiddey’s 
counsel, that he was acting for himself, and not fora 
client. It is lamentable that a professional man should so 
readily have parted with his money. As the Master of 
the Rolls observed, it is “a hard case,” and it may be 
taken as another proof that of the wisest amongst us, it 
is still true that nemo mortalium omnibus horis sapit. 


JAMES G1BBs, Esq., of the Bombay Civil Service, has 
been appointed to fill the vacancy on the bench of the 
High Court of Judicature of Bombay. The learned judge, 
who was born in July, 1825, is the third and youngest 
son of the late Right Hon, Michael Gibbs, Lord Mayor of 
London in 1844-45; was educated at Merchant Taylors’ 
School, and afterwards at the East India Company’s Col- 
lege at Haileybury, and went thence to Bombay in 1846 
After serving a short time as Assistant-Judge at Surat, 
he was appointed Senior Assistant-Judge at Broach, in 
November, 1852. In December, 1853, he received the 
appointment of Judicial Assistant in Scinde, to the then 
Commissioner (Sir Bartle Frere, K.C.B.) This office made 
him judge of the highest Court of*Appeal in civil causes, 
and also a sort of Court of Review of all criminal sen- 
tences of importance, besides which he had to direct the 
entire judicial and police administration of the province. 
In September, 1860, Mr, Gibbs was ordered to the Presi- 
dency on special duty with reference to the Income Tax 
Act, then just passed through the Legislative Council of 
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India, by the late Mr. Wilson, which duty he continued 
to discharge till February, 1862, when he left Bombay 
for England, carrying with him thanks from the Bom- 
bay Chamber of Commerce, the Committee of Man- 
agement of the Bombay Association, and the native com- 
munity, for “the urbanity, tact, and judgment” with 
which he had carried out his “invidious duty as Chief 
Commissioner.” He had also received, in 1857, the 
special thanks of Government and the Court of Directors 
for an able report on the Judicial Administration in 
Scinde when under the Talpoor Dynasty, and of its pro- 
gress since the Conquest to the present period. For ser- 
vices during the mutiny, Mr. Gibbs again obtained the 
thanks of Government. While at home, instead of pass- 
ing his furlough in idleness, according to the general 
custom, Mr. Gibbs occupied himself with legal studies, 
and was called to the bar by the Honourable Society of 
the Inner Temple. Since his return to India in November, 
1864, he has filled the appointment of Judge at Poona, 
and of the Province of Khandeish; and now, after nine- 
teen years service, he is transferred to the honourable 
position of a Judge of the High Court of Judicature. 





Ir sEEMS that, after all, Mr. Denman, Q.C., is not to 
have a “walk over” at Tiverton. The learned gentle- 
man’s adhesion to the promised Reform Bill has 
frightened the electors of that not over-populous borough, 
who know well that, although it may be true, as reported, 
that the present bill merely dabbles with the franchise of 
persons, without attempting any disfranchisement of places, 
the inevitable result of its passing would be a speedy re- 
distribution of seats; and they, or an important section of 
them, have accordingly determined not to perish, if they 
can avoid it, by an arrow fledged from their own wing; 
and accordingly, Sir John Hay, K.C.B., who represented 
Wakefield in the late Parliament, has been selected to 
contest the borough on behalf of the anti-reformers. 





AT THE QUARTER Sessions for the borough of Bir- 
mingham, on Monday last, Mr. Adams presided in the 
place of Mr. M. D. Hill, Q.C., the Recorder, who is in too 
delicate a state of health to admit of his being present. 
The learned deputy stated that at the termination of these 
sessions Mr, Hill would formally resign his judicial con- 
nection with the borough. 

A GOVERNMENT shorthand writer will proceed forth- 
with to Jamaica, for the purpose of taking notes of the 
evidence given before the Royal commissioners, and will 
forward a transcript of his notes to Government by every 
successive mail in order that there may be as little delay 
as possible in laying the whole of the evidence before 
Parliament after the inquiry shall have terminated. 





Ir I8 REPORTED that Sir Matthew Sausse, who has for 
the last ten years filled the office of Chief Justice of 
Bombay, is about to return home, being entitled to his 
retiring pension; and his place, it is understood, will be 
filled by Sir Joseph Arnould, one of the puisne judges of 
the High Court of the presidency. 





M. Berryer, who is now in his seventy-seventh year, 
but in full possession of all his faculties, physical and 
mental, is retained for the defence in the action instituted 
by the sole surviving relative of Father Lacordaire to set 
aside the witl of that famous Dominican. The cause will 
be tried before the Tribunal of Castres, 





PHONOMANIA. 

The trial of Forwood alias Southey, for the murder of 
his wife and child at Ramsgate, ended, as our readers are 
aware, in his conviction and sentence to death—a con- 
summation which was to be wished, but by no means 
confidently anticipated. Kentish juries have acquired a 
reputation for unwillingness to convict in capital cases, 
even where the question has been one of fact only, and 





the evidence has been all one way; and in this case the 
question was ore of opinion, and there was medical evi- 
dence on both sides. The witnesses who attempted to 
make out the prisoner’s insanity, being local practitioners, 
did not possess that skill in defending extravagant 
theories which repeated appearances in courts of justice 
have given to some of their London brethren. There was 
little difficulty in reducing these witnesses to admit that 
every act of the prisoner before and after the murders 
showed sanity, and it followed that the only evidence of 
insanity was the murders, as to which the question was 
whether the prisoner, when he committed them, was sane 
orinsane. This may seem an absurdity when plainly 
stated, but it is to be remembered that the per- 
sons who propounded it were practitioners of provincial 
eminence, whom the jurymen had known perhaps for 
twenty or thirty years, to whose assistance they would 
look with hope, and whose opinion they would implicitly 
adopt in case of any mental or bodily affection of wife, 
child, or neighbour. It was not unreasonably to be 
apprehended that the opinions of those practitioners 
might be deemed by a jury, disinclined to convict, a 
sufficient excuse for shirking their duty; but, on the 
other hand, the jury were under the direction of a judge 
who took care to keep before their eyes what their duty 
was; and the behaviour during the trial of the prisoner, 
who was generally considered to be “shamming,” was 
exactly calculated to inspire spectators with contempt 
and dislike. It seems that the prisoner had more than 
once during the trial a sort of hysterical fit, which was 
genuine, although generally believed to be simulated; 
and he superadded to the natural symtoms of these fits 
wild and incoherent exclamations which sounded like an 
artificial product. There was considerable skill in thus 
combining the real with the fictitious, but the experi- 
ment, if unsuccessful, would necessarily be disastrous. 
It may be added, that even a Kentish jury could hardly 
be insensible to the dangerous consequence of granting 
impunity to wholesale homicide. If Forwood had been 
acquitted we should have come to this—a result which 
would necessarily follow from some of the views which 
have been gravely propounded on high medical authority 
concerning “ phonomania,” and which may, perhaps, be 
considered as a reductio ad absurdum of that bane- 
ful theory—that if you kill one person you will, per- 
haps, be hanged, but if you kill half-a-dozen you will 
certainly escape. 

The prisoner’s history, as it may be gathered from the 
evidence, exhibits the process of formation of a peculiarly 
odious character. He started in business fourteen or 
fifteen years ago as a baker at Ramsgate, and married. 
He did not succeed in business; and it may be conjec- 
tured that the cause of failure was the possession of 
mental capacity which rendered him impatient of the 
dailylabour of his trade. He gave up business, and went to 
London to seek employment. His wife returned some years 
afterwards to Ramsgate, and lived there with a child of 
the marriage, partly on charity, and partly by her own 
industry. Meanwhile he was co-habiting with a married 
woman, Mrs. White. The ability which he undoubtedly 
possessed, if combined with industry and probity, could 
hardly have failed to procure for him employment more 
congenial to his taste than baking bread. Many men 
before him, being conscious of intellectual power, 
have not been prevented by the necessity of daily bodily 
toil from pursuing studies which have ultimately raised 
them to positions of social or scientific eminence; but 
the only distinction which Southey seems to have attained 
was that of a skilful player at the game of billiards, 
We heard of this man some time ago as having won from 
the brother of Lord Dudley a large sum of money at this 
game, and endeavouring, by repeated troublesome ap- 
plications, to induce Lord Dudley to pay this alleged debt 
of honour, The applications were made sometimes by 
Southey and sometimes by Mrs, White on his behalf, 
The refusal of Lord Dudley to yield to this monstrous 
demand was the greatest of those “social wrongs” whieh 
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Southey claimed to revenge upon society. He had lately 
separated from Mrs. White, and having, in the words of 
Mr. Justice Mellor, “too long indulged a wicked passion, 
and evaded all the obligations of moral duty,” he com- 
mitted enormous crimes, and endeavoured to charge the 
guilt of them upon society. 

The children whom he poisoned in London were ob- 
tained by the prisoner from Mr. White, on the pretext 
that Mrs. White wished to see them. As these children 
were not dependent on the prisoner, nor even on Mrs. 
White for their support, the justification of their murder, 
put forward in some of the prisoner's numerous effusions, 
“that he was removing them from evil to come,” appears 
irrelevant. So far as can be judged, he murdered them to 
cause sorrow to their mother. Having done this deed 
in London, he goes to Ramsgate, where is his wife, whom 
he has not seen for eight years, and his child whom he 
has never seen before. He meets his wife at a 
friend’s house, at night and again next morning. 
What passed between them is not known. Probably he 
made some request to her, which she refused, and thus 
provoked him. From whatever motive, he shot both 
wife and child dead at the second meeting. He seems 
to have claimed for himself entire freedom from every 
law divine and human. Formerly, perhaps, he was only 
selfish; latterly he had become cruel. Obeying every 
impulse of passion, he began with adultery and ended 
with murder. It may be truly said, that such a mind is 
“ unhinged ” or “ diseased,’’ but to allow this mental con- 
dition to give a title to impunity for crime would be 
fatal to society. 

The prisoner’s conduct during the trial raised a ques- 
tion of some legal difficulty, in reference to which the 
presiding judge adopted, on consideration, a different 
course from that to which he was at first inclined. 
Counsel, instructed by a solicitor, appeared for the 
prisoner, and was proceeding to cross-examine the first 
witness called by the prosecution in the usual way, but 
the prisoner interposed, and desired himself to put ques- 
tions to this witness, whereupon the judge said that 
he could not allow the defence to be made both in 
person and by counsel. The counsel who had been 
instructed to appear now suggested that these inter- 
ruptions were proofs of the prisoner’s insanity, and 
thus arose the question whether the prisoner was in 
a fit state of mind to take his trial. This question 
ought properly to be made preliminary, and a jury 
should have been sworn to try it before entering upon 
the trial of the indictment. But the question arose after 
the first witness for the Crown had been examined at 
great length. 

Was it proper at this point to suspend proceed- 
ings and inquire whether the prisoner was sane enough 
to understand them; or might the proceedings go 
on in their usual course, and might the question as to 
present sanity be put to the jury at the conclusion of 
them along with the usual question of guilty or not 
guilty, which would involve the question of sanity in 
August last, when the murders were committed? If 
the trial had been suspended, and the question of present 
sanity had been put to the jury, and if they had 
found that question in the affirmative, it might then 
have been necessary to begin over again, and so the time 
ccoupied in examining the first witness would have been 
lost. It would also have been necessary to give the medical 
evidence twice over. The consideration of time, however, 
ought not to have weighed in choosing one course or the 
other ; for if any mistake had been made, a doubt might 
have been raised after the trial as to its legality, and thus 
the public might have seen, for the second time this year, 
deserved punishment arrested, if not prevented, by 
technical defects in a capital conviction. After doubt 
and reference to books, the learned judge adopted what is 
believed to be the correct course, by ordering the trial to 
proceed. At the end of it he asked the jury—first, whe- 
ther the prisoner was at that time sane ; and, secondly, 
whether he was sane when he killed his wife, The jwy 





found both questions in the affirmative, and thereupon 
sentence of death was passed. 

It is impossible to conceive a case in which there could 
be less sympathy with a criminal, and the public learned 
with satisfaction that the Home Secretary saw no reason 
for interfering with the sentence, which was accordingly 
carried into effect, at Maidstone, on Thursday last. It 
has been suggested that there was some ground for grant- 
ing a writ of error in the case, but Mr. Justice Mellor 
took the course which appears to be contemplated by the 
Act 39 & 40 Geo. 3, c. 94, s. 2, which provides that “if, 
upon the trial of any person so indicted, he appear to the 
jury charged on the indictment to be insane, the Court 
may order,” &c. It is submitted that the fair inference 
from these words is, that if the question of insanity 
arises during the trial, it is to be tried by the jury along 
with the principal question in the case. Some persons, 
however, seem to apprehend that injustice was done 
in this respect, that Forwood was found by the jury to 
be sane, whereas counsel assumed to appear for him 
without his authority, as if he had been insane. But 
any reader who will refer to the full report of the trial 
in the Times will see that the judge distinctly explained 
to the prisoner that he might be defended by counsel or 
in person, but not both ways. The judge added a re- 
mark, in which we entirely agree, that the prisoner was 
quite able to understand the explanation given to him. 
Forwood had a fair and patient, and also a strictly legal, 
trial, in which he made the most of any chance which 
our system of criminal procedure gave to him, 





GENERAL JURISPRUDENCE.” 
No. 3. 

The conclusion to which we were brought by what had 
been stated relating to the origin of positive law in my 
last paper was that in our English system, putting out of 
the question the laws which are set by private persons 
in pursuance of legal rights, all laws were resolvable 
into three kinds; viz., that which was set by the su- 
preme or sovereign power directly in the way of proper 
legislation —that which was set by a subject  politicai- 
superior also in the way of proper legislation — and 
that which was set by a subject political-superior in 
the way of improper or what has been called judicial 
legislation. 

But in our own system, and I believe I may say in all 
or almost all systems, we find a very large division of law 
which, if what Blackstone tells us about it is true, refuses 
to acknowledge its origin in any of these sources. It will 
be remembered that the division of laws made by Black- 
stone is that of written or statute law, and unwritten or 
common law. Blackstone tells us that the common law 
is distinguishable into three kinds—viz., general customs 
which are the universal rule of the kingdom, and form 
the common law properly so called; 2ndly, particular 
customs which affect only the inhabitants of particular 
districts ; and, 3rdly, certain particular Jaws which by 
custom are adopted and used by some particular courts of 
pretty general and extensive jurisdiction. 

The distinction of written and unwritten as applied to 
our law is now generally admitted to be inappropriate, 
having also the fault of ambiguity;—pointing sometimes 
to the presence or absence of existent writing, asin Collins 
v. Blantern, where Wilmot, C.J., speaks of the statute law 
as being the will of the legislature remaining on record 
in writing, and of the common law as nothing else but 
statutes anciently written, but which have been worn out 
by time—and sometimes to the want of a written origin, 
jus quod ab initio literis mandatum, as where Black- 
stone tells us that it is not because they are now orally 
communicated, or as if no records of them were to be 
found in writing at this day, that these laws are styled 
leges non scripte or unwritten laws, but because their 
original institution and authority are not set down in 
writing as Acts of Parliament are. Hale even tells us 


* By Edmund Smith, Esq., Solicitor, Bath, 
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that existing statutes of an earlier period than Richard I. 
must be regarded as unwritten law, because they date 
from before the time of legal memory. 

But although the terms written and unwritten are in- 
appropriate and uncertain terms, yet between statute law 
and what Blackstone describes as common law there is a 
difference which we feel, though perhaps the line of it is 
not quite capable of being exactly defined; and we are 
concerned to see whether common law in this, its largest 
sense, can be attributed, like all other positive law, to one 
of the three modes of origin which we have mentioned, 
or whether, as Blackstone and other writers say, it 
receives its binding power and the force of law from 
long and immemorial usage, and by universal reception 
throughout the kingdom. 

To claim an immemorial existence for laws whose 
origin cannot with certainty be attributed to a definite 
act of legislation is the mode that best shuts off inquiry, 
and, at the same time, best wins and conciliates respect 
and obedience to the law itself. But to say that laws 
have existed time out of mind, or before some arbitrary 
period technically called the time of legal memory, and, 
therefore, that we accept them as proved, without de- 
manding evidence of their origin, is one thing; and to say 
that they originally derived the force of law by universal 
reception throughout the kingdom—i.e., simply by the 
consensus utentium—is another. The advocates of 
customary law seem sometimes to trim between these two 
positions, but some of them do boldly assert that the 
consensus utentium made the law, and it is with this 
position that we’ are concerned to deal. Mr. Austin 
scouts the idea. He says that if the consensus utentium 
made the laws, the same consensus should alone be able, 
or should, at least, be necessary to unmake them; but in 
point of fact customary laws have been repealed, and are 
capable of being repealed, by the sovereign power alone. 
He says that on the given hypothesis all customs should 
be laws, but in point of fact many customs have been 
declared to be bad, or, in other words, not to be law at all. 
He says that the judicially made law administered in our 
common law courts is much of it founded on recent 
custom, and much of it on the judge’s own conception of 
public policy or expediency, and, therefore, that there is at 
least some judicially made law, or some so-called unwritten 
law, which is not attributable to immemorial usage and 
universal reception. He says, further, that if the con- 
sensus utentium be the true origin of the unwritten law 
administered in our common law courts, it should be 
equally so of that which is administered in our other 
tribunals, but in point of fact the judicial law ad- 
ninistered in our other tribunals is never pretended to be 
due to this origin. 

Mr. Austin’s claim is, that all customary laws are the 
product of indirect or judicial legislation. He argues 
that the motives to laws are not to be confused with the 
laws themselves; that, just as in the statute law, a pre- 
vailing usage would not be the less a usage, though it 
were the motive to passing an Act of Parliament, so in 
judicial law it is not the less a mere usage, though it be 
the motive by which the judge is led to declare it to be 
law, the difference being that while the Legislature is 
professedly and avowedly legislating, and is, therefore, 
under no necessity to dissimulate, the judge is professedly 
and avowedly judging, and is, therefore, under a necessity 
%o conceal a real Actof legislation under cover of a declara- 
tion that such and such is the law. 

“Independently of the position or establishment,” says 
Mr. Austin, “which it may receive from the sovereign; the 
tile which a custom implies (or in the observance of 
Which a custom consists) derives the whole of its obliga- 
tory force from those concurring sentiments which are 
styled public opinion. 

“Independently of the position or establishment which 
it may receive from the sovereign, it is merely a rule 
morally sanctioned, or a rule of positive (or actual) 
Morality, It is properly jus moribus constitutum. It 


Its only source, or its only authors, are those who ob- 
serve it spontaneously or without compulsion by the 
state. 

“Now a merely moral or merely customary rule,” he 
says, “may take the quality of a legal rule through direct 
or judicial legislation, On the first of these suppositions, 
the legal rule which is derived from the customary is 
statute law, and itis styled statute and not customary 
law, although it is made by its immediate author on a 
preexisting custom. For since he utters it openly and 
professedly as and for a positive law, no one confounds 
the source of the positive law itself with the source of 
the customary rule on which it is shaped by the legis- 
lator. 

“On the second of these suppositions, the legal rule 
which is derived from the customary is a rule of judiciary 
law. But though, as a rule of judiciary law, it is not 
less positive law than it would be if it were a statute, it 
often is deemed law emanating from custcm or jus 
moribus constitutum. For since the judicial legislator is 
properly acting judicially, and, therefore, abstains 
naturally from the show of legislation, he apparently 
applies a pre-existing rule instead of making and apply- 
ing a new rule; and as the pre-existing rule, which he 
appears to apply, is apparently the customary rule on 
which he shapes the positive, the source of that 
customary rule and the source of the positive law, which 
he virtually establishes, are not unfrequently con- 
founded.” 

It would be impossible probably to make the actual 
facts of legislation square exactly throughout their 
entire course with any adopted theory. 

Mr. Maine, indeed, who professes to treat the subject 
simply historically, tells us, as we learn from the Homeric 
poems, that in the infancy of society single decisions, 
Gtuiorts, as they were called, preceded laws, and that in 
these single decisions or judgments, once and again re- 
peated under similar circumstances, lay the germ of cus- 
toms, notwithstanding that in our modern ideas the order 
is reversed. “It is curious,” he says, “that the more we 
pentrate into the primitive history of thought the further 
we find ourselves from a conception of law which at all 
resembles a compound of the elements which Bentham 
(and after him Austin) determined (i.¢., a command, an 
obligation, and a sanction.) It is certain that in the 
infancy of mankind no sort of legislature, not even a 
distinct author of law, is contemplated or conceived of. 
Law has scarcely reached the footing of a custom; it is 
rather a habit; it is, to use a French phrase, ‘in the 
air.’ 

The only authoritative statement of right and wrong 
is a judicial sentence after the facts, not one pre- 
supposing a law which has been violated, but one which 
is breathed for the first time by a higher power into the 
judge’s mind at the moment of adjudication.” And then 
he goes on to point out the devolution of the judicial 
functions, and indeed of political power generally, from 
heroic kings who had pretended and probably believed in 
their own divine inspiration, to aristocracies who claimed 
no longer like them to be divinely guided in their judg- 
ments, but to be the depositories and administrators of 
law, and to have the exclusive possession of the prin- 
ciples by which quarrels were decided. The @:miorss of 
the old kings, once and again repeated, had become 
customs, and these customs were known exclusively to a 
privileged class. We have in fact arrived at the epoch 
of customary law; and if this be the true account of 
early jurisprudence, I think it conforms perhaps more 
nearly with Mr. Austin’s theory of supreme legislation 
than with Blackstone’s pretended consensus utentium, 
though perhaps as the one could not be said to be entirely 
false, the other cannot claim to be quite true, The ques- 
tion is obscured in the haze of a remote antiquity. It seems 
probable that in these modern times not only is the order 
of ideas reversed, but the order of facts, and that public 
opinion now does much towards instructing and forming 





Properly obtains as a rule through the consensus utentium. 


the mind of the judge as in the elder days the mind of the 
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judge probably did all, or almost all, in instructing and 
forming public opinion. But I will not pursue this 


REVIEW. 





subject further, referring those who wish to look into it | 4 gyccint Treatise on the Copyhold Acts, the Practical Works 


at length, to the first chapter of Mr. Maine’s “ Ancient 
Law” and to Mr. Austin’s 29th and 30th Lectures. 

I must now say a few words on those kinds of law 
to which I have before adverted, which, although they 
are laws proper, and of human institution, are not 
positive laws. 
are set by a determinate person or persons, and are armed 


ing and effect thereof, and the mode of procedure under 
the same for effecting enfranchisement. By James 
Cuppon, Esq., Barrister-at-law. London: Stevens & 
Sons. 1865. 

Amongst the enormous mass of Acts of Parliament 


The index to them is that although they | annually accumulating with such frightful rapidity, it will 
be readily remarked that the great majority retain to the 
last their individuality, and are known only as positive rules 


with a sanction, they are not set by persons as political sees ree sar ord rn Caine 
" : in pursu f legal | marring the symmetry of the common law and dis in 
ee ee eee Se ee sonatitenate by their exceptional action, but that a few, ra: 


rights—such, for instance, are the laws or rules which 


nantes gurgite vasto, seem to have accomodated themselves 


might be set by one man to another living in a state of éstesk tens endl Desens each and lofi nay 

: 2 . parcel of it, so that it is rather 
mane 5 such, again, are the laws which may be set bY | true that the law itself has become modified than that an 
one sovereign power to another sovereign power; and] exception has been grafted upon it. It will also be re« 


such, also, are the laws of a club or society. 


marked, though perhaps not quite so readily, that almost 


And, in conclusion, I ought to observe that some so-| all of these have been Acts affecting real property, and 
called laws or rules are, in truth, only stipulations | generally Acts removing some restriction which feudal sove- 
mutually agreed on—terms which, though they are on | reignty had imposed. The Statute of Quia Emptores, the 


the one side prescribed, are yet on the other side accepted 


voluntarily. And here I ought to throw out the caution, | abolishing milita are a : 
this class; Acts.whose operation is felt in almost every tran. 


Statute of Wills, the Statute of Uses, the Act of Charles II, 


tenures, are among the most notable of 


that, although a law i d ting f : 
. csp oval fiactenans” deminer Supeunctins saction of daily life, yet which are seldom, if ever, con. 


determinate superior, not every such command is a law. 
A command may be simply occasional, or limited to a 


sciously referred as existing positive laws. 


If we may venture to anticipate the verdict of posterity, 


particular occasion or person, and it is therefore desirable we feel little doubt that the last ee gad Act will in due 


to grasp completely in what the difference between a law | 4:12 take its place as a measure of t 


is class. There can be 


and an occasional or particular command consists. no doubt that the legislation of which this is the culminat- 

Blackstone tells us that a law obliges generally mem- | ing point has been slowly but surely working a revolution in 
bers of a given community, or generally persons of a | the conditions of the tenure of land in England, only second 
given class, while an occasional or particular command | in importance to the great Act of the first Parliament of the 


obliges a single person or persons whom it determines 
individually—but to this definition Mr. Austin objects 


Restoration already referred to. Although it is indeed true 


that the condition of a copyholder is no longer, as at first, 


that of a mere tenant by sufferance, but that he has a sub- 


that an order for a general mourning (though it obliges 
. g ¢ 4 . stantial interest in his copyhold land, still, with few ex- 


generally members of the given community) can hardly 
be called a law; and, on the other hand, an order to a 
child or servant to make a practice of rising at a given 
hour (though it obliges a person determined individually) 
is really a law or rule. 
Mr. Austin, therefore, draws the distinction thus, that 

a command, which obliges generally to acts or forbear- 
ances of a class, is a law or rule; but where it obliges 
to a specific act, or to acts or forbearances which it de- 
termines specifically or individually, it is an occasional or 
particular command. 
Steering clear, then, by this guide, of merely occasional 
or particular commands, we revert to the consideration of 
proper laws which are not positive laws, and the index to 
them is, that though they are set by a determinate person 
or persons, and are armed with a sanction, andsohave these 
affirmative indicia of a law proper, they are not set by 
such persons as political superiors, nor are they set by such 
persons as private persons in pursuance of legal rights. 
Measured by this test, the laws of a club or society 
are proper but not positive laws. Of the same kind are 
the laws which are imposed by one man upon another 
living in a state of nature, and not less those which are 
imposed by one sovereign power upon another sovereign 
power in the exercise of its might. 
Having then thus examined shortly the question of 
customary laws, and having pointed out the distinction, 
which seems to be the proper distinction, between a 
law and an occasional command, I conclude this 
paper, as I did the last, by saying that, in our 
English system, putting aside the laws which are made 
by private persons in pursuance of legal rights, all laws 
are resolvable into three classes or kinds, viz.—laws made 
directly by the supreme or sovereign power in the 
way of proper legislation — laws made by a subject 
political superior in the way of direct and proper legisla- 
tion—and laws made by a subject political superior in 
the way of improper or judicial legislation. 





The dividends upon the capital of my tog» f and Law Life 
Assurance Society for the year ending the 3lst December last, 
at the rate of 8s, 6d. per share, will be payable to the proprietors 


ceptions, the incidents of this tenure are such as effectually 
to prevent the full utilization of the land. Grant that there 
are some manors by whose customs improvements of the 
copyhold do not enure to the benefit of the lord, and that 
there are some places where the benefit is so great that the 
improving copyholder is well repaid for his outlay by his 
own share of the advantage, still the broad fact remains 
that for all purposes of improvement by the outlay of capital 
on the land, the incidents of copyhold are so disadvantageous 
to'the occupier that comparatively few can be found to 
undertake the resposibility. The extent of this discourage. 
ment may be conceived from the evidence of Mr. Peachey to 
the Committee of the House of Commons which investi- 
gated this question in 1851, where he says, ‘‘A man owning 
copyhold property, who lets it to others, cannot sleep one 
night in his bed and say ‘My estate is my own.” And 
again Mr. Cuddon (the author of the work before us) says, 
“If a copyholder lays out £500 on a piece of fine arbitrary 
land, he gives about £100 to the lord, and consequently can 
expect but little profit for himself.” But in these days, when 
one of the acknowledged evils of English society is 
the scarcity of land, by which the possession of it 
has acquired a highly fictitious value, everything which 
tends to discourage the utmost improvement of any such 
land as there is, amounts almost, unless counter-balanced by 
other and greater advantages, toa national evil. Such being 
the case, and the experience of centuries having shown that 
but little was to be hoped in this matter from the operation 
of mutual agreement between lord and copyholder, the 
Legislature, after much debate, and against great opposition, 
took the matter in hand now about twenty-five years ago. 
The Acts at first passed were enabling Acts merely —destined 
to overcome difficulties arising from imited interests in lord 
or tenant, and from certain cases of disability, and to enlarge 
the power of the lords in bringing into occupation the wastes 
of their manors, but without attempting to arm either party 
with powers of compulsory calienihdonenteh. 

Even so late as the Select Committee of the Commons in 
the session of 1851, almost all the witnesses express their 
disapproval of a compulsory Act, or, at any rate, of an Act 
which should enable the lord compulsorily to enfranchise. 
It was, however, clear that, however ci true it might 
be that the enfranchisement is for the tenant’s benefit, yet 
to confer the power of compelling such enfranchisement om 
the tenant alone, might be productive of the greatest 





on and after the 18th inst. 


injustice. For, as was remarked by Mr. Aglionby, as chait: 
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man of the committee only mentioned—‘*‘ It would be a 
at hardship upon the lord. in any manor where there 

were three or four tenants who refused to enfranchise if the 
mement of the enfranchisement obliged the lord to 

an up the manor court for thirty, forty, or fifty years.” 
Of course in such a case all the best land would have been 
compulsoril “enfranchised, so that to meet the expenses of the 
court, the lord would have nothing but the fines and ser- 
yices from a small portion of the worst and most unimprov- 
ableland, and he might be reduced to the necessity of aban- 
doning his rights as lord over this land, rather than submit 
to the onerous conditions thus imposed upon him. Parlia- 
ment was duly eres with this injustice, and accord- 
ingly, in the Act of 1852 (which is in the main the existing 
law on this subject, though it has been twice amended since 
itsdate) provision is made making enfranchisement compulsory 
at the instance either of the tenant or the lord, with this 
difference, however, that when the lord requires enfranchise- 
ment, he can only obtain commutation for his fines and ser- 
vices; when the tenant is the moving party, he is obliged 
to pay for these by asum down. The Act of 1858, the last 
Act, may be said to have removed the last obstruction out 
of the way, and accordingly Mr. Cuddon informs us that 
whereas up to that time but little had been done in the way 
of enfranchisement, ‘‘ enfranchisements on an extensive scale 
have been effected” in every year since the passing of that 
Act. He mentions also a fact which, considering that the 
principal benefit from enfranchisement unquestionably ac- 
cries to the tenant, may be considered as very remarkable, 
that “if Parliament should require a return of the number 
of notices to compel enfranchisement, relatively given by lords 
and tenants, it is probable that at least nine-tenths of such 
notices would be found to have emanated from lords of manors.” 
However this may be, it must be evident that the work- 
ing of a law, fraught with such serious and permanent con- 
sequences, is a matter of the highest importance to the com- 
munity, and especially to the legal profession; and a book 
which really brings the details of that working within reach 
of the practitioner is obviously of the highest value. Thisis 


just what Mr. Cuddon’s book professes to do, and what, so | 


far as we can judge, it fairly, and even more than fairly, ac- 
complishes, 

The book divides the subject into twenty-six heads, which 
are dealt with separately. The first three treat of the nature 
ofthe compulsory powers conferred by the Acts; the fourth, 
fifth, and sixth, of the necessary proceedings for compelling 
enfranchisement; the seventh pA eighth, of the duties of 
valuers under the Act; the ninth, of identification of parcels ; 
the tenth and eleventh, of the price of enfranchisement ; the 
twelfth and thirteenth, of the expenses of the proceedings ; 
the fourteenth and fifteenth, of certain questions of title; 
the sixteenth, seventeenth, and eighteenth, of the deed where- 
by the enfranchisement is effected ; the nineteenth, of the ex- 
tinguishment of customs; the twentieth and twenty-first, 
of the remedies for the recovery of the charges for enfran- 
chisement ; the twenty-second, of the relation of enfranchised 
lands to the manor ; the twenty-third, of the effect of enfran- 
chisement on mortgages; the twenty-fourth, of certain mis- 
cdllaneous effects of enfranchisement; the twenty-fifth, of 
partition ; and the last, of the practical effect of enfranchise- 
ment on the market value of the land. 

It will be seen from this enumeration how exhaustive the 
arrangement is, and the fact that Mr. Cudden has been deal- 
ing sewage with the question for more than thirty years, 
in the capacity of steward of about seventy manors in various 
places, affords a guarantee of his power of dealiag with the 
abe separately, in all their varied detail. The book ac- 

ondingly is full of those incidental details which so readily 
distinguish the man who is familiar with his subject from 
the writer who has ‘“‘got it up;” and its readers will 

nothing crude, nothing hasty, nothing of general 

Use overlooked, in its pages. On the other hand this very 
iliarity ccsestinniiy tans Mr. Cuddon to presume, 

m the part of his readers, a larger acquaintance with 
the subject than we think the generality of them are likely 
to possess. Jt is of course impossible ever to assert safely 
that any book whatever has ‘ exhausted” any subject 
Whatever, as till the event happens it is impossible to pre- 
dict what new phase any question may assume, but we can 
safely say that it is not likely that anyone, already reason+ 
ly conversant with the general principles of the law of copy- 
can apply in his difficulty, in respect of any projected en- 
chisement, to Mr. Cuddon’s work, and fail to get an 


| 





COURTS. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner GOULBURN.) 

Jan. 8.—Jn re Gregor Grant.—The case of this bankrupt, 
who was formerly a judge of her Majesty’s Sudder Court of 
Bombay, and had since carried on business as a leather 
merchant in Great Tower-street, again came before the Court 
upon the questions of examination and discharge. The in- 
debtedness amounts to £7,965, with assets put down at 
£12,080, showing a surplus of £4,114, subject to the 
realisation of certain patents. 

Mr. Lawrance supported the bankrupt, and x Pa his ap- 
plication, Mr. Lewin, for the assignees, not objecting, a 
further adjournment was taken for three months, with a 
view to the completion of arrangements between the bank- 
rupt and his creditors. It was stated that in the event of 
the bankrupt’s expectations being realised as to the value of 
the patents, a substantial dividend would be paid. 

Adjourned accordingly. 

(Before Mr Commissioner WINSLOW.) 

Jan. 9.—In ve A W. D. Leather.—-The case of Mr. 
Alexender William Dow Leather, of-44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
and 6, Princes-square, Bayswater, attorney and _ solicitor, 
was again in the paper for examination and discharge, but 
in consequence of the pendency of a proposal by the bank- 
rupt under the 185th section, for payment of a composition 
to the creditors, the proceedings were further adjourned. 
The unsecured debts in this case are returned at £14,117; 
ditto secured, £17,085. 

Mr. J. B. Sorrell appeared on behalf of the assignees of 
the estate, and Mr. Brough for the bankrupt. 

Mr Reed, Mr. Mason (Mason and Sturt), and Mr. 
Hanrott, for creditors. 


(Before Mr. Registrar Pepys.) 

In ve D. B. Smith—aA meeting for proof of debts and 
for choice of assignees was held under the failure of Mr. 
Daniel Brumonell Smith, a solicitor carrying on business at 
Slough, Bucks, and afterwards at New Windsor, Berks. The 
bankrupt applied to the court upon his own petition, his 
solicitor for that purpose being Mr. W. B. Brook, of 1, New- 
inn, Strand, and he thus states the cause of his embarras- 
ments:—‘‘ Insufficiency of profits of business to meet ex- 

enses and pecuniary liabilities which I was held to have 
incurred as the nominal partner of my late father, and from 
which, being a non-trader, I in vain asked this Court to re- 
lease me in the year 1864.” The debts and liabilities are re- 
turned at £1,169 in the aggregate; no estimate has yet been 
given of the probable amount of the assets. 
No creditors’ assignee was chosen. 


LORD MAYOR'S COURT. 
(Before Mr. Forsyru, Q.C., Deputy-Judge, and a Common 
Jury) 


‘ 


Jan. 4.—Boardman v. Marioni.—-This was an action to 
recover damages for personal injury caused by the state in 
which the defendant fe t his shop. The plaintiff, a tailor’s 
door’s man, went into the shop of the defendant in ee 
gate for some ginger-beer. When he got into the shop he 
walked towards the counter, putting down a penny upon it. 
He then fell down an open trap in the centre of the shop, 
about half-a-yard from the counter. He could not see the 
trap, which had no protection round it. When he fell 
down he was in great pain, and the man in the shop gave 
him sixpence to ride home. He was attended by a doctor, 
and confined to the house for two months. 

For the defendant it was argued that the public were 
bound to use care in visiting a tradesman’s shop for the 
purpose of making purchases. 

The JupcE said the law was clear on the subject—a man 
keeping open shop was bound to keep it in due order, and if 
there were any trap, a shopkeeper ought to have it guarded. 

The jury awarded the plaintiff £20 damages. 

Jan. 5.—Royal v. Moore.—Promoting Public Companies. 
—This was an action to recover an attorney’s bill. 

Mr. Willis appeared for the plaintiff, and Mr. Henry 
James for the defendant, who is an architect, and whe 
pleaded a set off for plans of an hotel. 

Mr. Willis, for the plaintiff, said that his client’s claim 
being admitted, the only question was as to the set-off. In 
1863 the parties first met, and plaintiff suggested to defend- 
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ant, that it would be advisable to establish an hotel at 
— for the benefit of the excursionists who went to 
that place. Defendant furnished the plans, but upon an 
express understanding that nothing was to be charged for 
them, and that both plaintiff and defendant were to be paid 
for their trouble out of the promotion money. 

Plaintiff stated that his claim was for private services 
rendered to the defendant. : 

Mr. James asked plaintiff where the plans were at this 
time? 

Plaintiff.—I have retained them, as I have alien upon 
them for my costs. They were not supplied to me as attor- 
ney for the defendant, but as attorney for the proposed 
company. As defendant owed me money privately, I, as an 
attorney, consider that I am entitled to detain the plans. 

His Lorpsurr considered that he had no such right. 

Mr. James, for the defendant, urged that the defendant 
was clearly entitled to the benefit of his plans. 

Defendant stated that plaintiff called upon him in refer- 
ence to the Boulogne Hotel Company, saying he was the 
promoter, and a Sient of his had some land in Boulogne, 
which he would give. He asked witness to prepare the plans 
to be submitted to the board, and to be engraved upon the 
front of the prospectus. Witness made various drawings and 
plans, which were delivered to the plaintiff. Nothing was 
ever said about witness not being paid for the work. He 
had been advertised as architect to the proposed company. 

The learned counsel having severally addressed the jury, 

His LorpsH1r summed up, and observed that he did not 
believe there was any legal definition of the word ‘‘ promoter,” 
except that to be found in an an Act of Parliament passed 
last year, and that more especially referred to the person 
whose name appeared to the bill brought before Parliament. 
Here the company had not come to a bill, and it would be 
for the jury to judge how far the plaintiff was a promoter cf 
this company. It was not very usual for an attorney to 
make himself liable for the debts of a company, but in the 
present instance it was set up that he was both solicitor and 
promoter. The question for the jury was, whether plaintiff 
did make himself personally liable in this matter. 

The jury, after a brief deliberation, asked if the parties 
would agree to accept a verdict of eleven. 

Defendant agreed, but plaintiff declined, and after a second 
consultation they found a verdict for the plaintiff. 


WESTMINSTER POLICE COURT. 

Jan. 5.—The alleged Perjury by Sir Charles Fox.--My. 
Sere delivered his decision upon a previous application for 
a summons for perjury, as follows :— 

Mr. Poland applied on Friday last, on the part of Mr. 
John Clare, for a summons against Sir Charles Fox for wilful 
and corrupt perjury. The perjury is alleged to have been 
committed on the 4th of February, 1863, nearly three years 
ago, upon the trial of a petition of right, John Clare v. The 
Queen, for the infringement of a patent, taken out by the 
claimant in 1853, for the construction of iron ships. In that 
petition the claimant averred that the well-known Warrior, 
the iron-clad man-of-war, had been built so as to infringe 
bis ape as patentee, and for such infringement he claimed 
considerable damages from the Crown. To my mind no 
one can read the whole of the evidence given by him 
as it now lies before me without coming to the con- 
clusion that Sir Charles Fox meant to state accurately 
his recollections of the Liverpool ship Aboukir, men- 
tioned in these affidavits, which is the subject of the alleged 
perjury, and which, I believe, went to Central Africa 
and was wrecked and broken up, so that nothing of her 
remains to decide as to which of the parties is right in his 
statement. This being so, I think it would be an abuse of 
the criminal law to put it in motion for the purpose of 
making a useless charge at the instance of a disappointed 
man, and openinga vexed questionafresh. I amsurea jury 
would not convict. I am sorry there is no public prosecutor. 
I often wish there was. Did such an officer exist, would he 
dream of instituting these proceedings? I am satisfied he 
would not, and, being so satisfied, I think that I am not 
only justified, but bound to refuse the application for a 
summons on these assignments of perjury. 


SURREY SESSIONS. 
(Before L. Pennuyn, Esq.) 
Jan. 5.—Lareeny of Bona Vacantia—Pleading.— Sophia 
spinster, and Elizabeth Ray, spinster, pleaded guilty 





Ls 
to an indictment charging them with stealing four pai 
stockings, the property of the Lord Bishop of Winch eter , 

The Right Rev. Prelate was nominal assigned as the 
owner of the property stolen, from the following sin 
state of circumstances. It appeared that the real prosecutor. 
Mrs. Dunn, carried on the business of a hosier in the Wal. 
worth-road, and that she died on the first of December last, 
On the next day the robbery imputed to the prisoners was 
committed, and they were detected and appechentel by 
Serjeants Ham and Webb. In consequence of the will of the 


deceased not having been proved, the property was laid as 
being that of the ordinary, the bishop of the diocese, 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


MacisTRATEs’ CLERKS’ FEEs, 

Sir,—In the Daily News of yesterday morning one cause 
of the black man’s grievance in Jamaica was stated to be 
the enormous fee to the clerk of 12s. 6d., when the justice 
of the case was satisfied with a fine of 4s. No wonder the 
black man could not understand the white clerk’s rapacity, 
It cannot well be understood even in this country, — to 
swell the revenue of the magistrates’ clerk the fees are 
generally from four to ten times greater than the fine im. 
posed. I have known Is, fine and 9s. 6d. costs. This abuse 
requires a reform. A Soxicrror. 

an. 5. 


Raltway Coupons. 

Sir,—The case of Barrett v. The Glamorgan and Cardigan 
‘Railway Company, reported in your last week’s number, is 
of considerable importance. You are aware that cou 
are made payable to bearer, and 1 believe that from this fact 
a large portion of the commercial community consider that 
they are transferable by delivery, and that in case of non- 

ayment, an action may be maintained upon them in the 
earer’s name. 

I have recently had occasion to discuss the point with an 
eminent member of the common law bar, and there can, I 
think, be no doubt that an action will not lie upon the 
coupon, but must be brought upon the bond itself, for a 
breach of the condition, and in the name of the obligee. I 
cannot see how a coupon can be treated as an I O U, or how, 
if it could be so treated, the plaintiff as bearer could have 
recovered. 

Looking at the fact that many hundreds of thousands of 
pounds are invested upon the security of Lloyd’s bonds with 
the coupons attached, I do not think that the time is far 
distant when the Legislature will find it necessary to permit 
these documents, as also marine policies, to be transferred 
by delivery or indorsement. In the case of a merchant 
making advances upon shipments of goods, the bill of lading 
is, as a matter of course, indorsed to him, and the property 
in the goods passes upon the indorsement. He can then 
maintain an action in his own name for their loss or injury, 
but the policy representing the value of the goods, and 
which invariably accompanies the bill of lading, and is the 
merchant’s only security in case the mee lost, is valueless 
in his hands, in so far as he may wish to bring an action 
upon itin his own name. He must bring his action in the 
name of the assured, and subject himself to the existing 
accounts and equities between the latter and the under- 
writer. 

I apprehend that in the present state of the law the same 
remarks will apply to a coupon, and that an obligee of the 
bond can, as against his assignee, release the bond, and thus 
ies the bearer of the coupon from recovering at 

t is true that the coupon is payable to bearer, but if it be- 
comes necessary to sue for the amount of it, considerable 
difficulties at once present themselves, and this must remain 
so until these documents are made transferable by delivery 
or indorsement. G. 

Jan. 10. 


JAMAICA, 

Sir,—As the writer of the two letters to the Manchester 
Guardian, to which you refer in the Solicitors’ Journal of 
the 6th inst., I trust you will allow me the opportunity of 
stating that the letters in question were written with the 
view only of showing the bearing of the law upon the 
Jamaica question (and the inferences you draw from them 
are perfectly accurate), and not with an idea of advocating 
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ay new theory as to the course which should be pursued in 
the future. I say new or because our history shows 
that the disposition of the Government is, on almost all 
occasions, to support those in whom authority is vested. 
There can be no more flagrant example of the subversion of 
the “‘laws, rights, and privileges” (to use the words of 


’ Burke), of a people, than that by Warren Hastings during 


the period in which he was Governor of India; and yet, on 
his trial before the House of Lords, he was acquitted. Again, 
on the 16th of August, 1819, a large meeting was held at 
Manchester, for the 2 a ae of petitioning the Regent ‘‘ for 
aradical reform in Parliament.” The military and yeomanry 
were called upon to disperse this meeting, and although no 
resistance was offered, and the Riot Act, ‘‘if read at all, 
was.read privately, or without the knowledge of a great body 
ofthe meeting,” * they charged the crowd, and killed and 
wounded many of the persons init. Undoubtedly the autho- 
ities exceeded their powers, but the Government supported 
them, maintaining that such meetings ought to be repressed, 
and succeeded in passing an Act, declaring all public as- 
gemblies, not called by the authority of the magistrates, 
me. and empowering the ministers to suppress them. 

in the panic of 1857-8 (although this is a minor ques- 
tion, and only shows that there seems to be a principle es- 
tablished that the author of an unodantietionsl act may be 
indemnified by a subsequent statute +) the Government sus- 
pended the Bank Act on its own responsibility, and sum- 
moned Parliament to confirm the suspension. 

But although I make these statements, I am too great a 
lover of our constitution not to heartily agree with the prin- 
ciple you enunciate. When, in the ‘ elon riots,” in 1780, 
it was not deemed necessary, although at one time thirty- 
six fires were blazing in different parts of the metropolis, to 
proclaim martial law, or to try Lord George Gordon by any 
other than constitutional means ; when in the disturbances 
created by the ‘‘convention” meetings in Edinburgh, in 
1793-4, and those by the ‘‘radical reformers,” in 1817, it 
was not deemed necessary to do more than temporarily sus- 
pend the Habeas Corpus Act; when no unconstitutional 
means were resorted to to repress the riots in South Wales, 
in 1838, when Frost, Williams, and Jones, marched against 
Newport, at the head of a large body of armed men ; I think 
there-can be no danger in maintaining the great principle 
that no man shall violate 


*¢ The old laws of England—they 
Whose reverend heads with age are grey, 


Children of a wiser day.” 


But how is this principle to be maintained, unless you 
ish those who do violate it? Your ments seem to 
directed to the future, and you do not appear to desire 

that any punishment should be inflicted upon the authors of 
the violations of the liberty of the subject in Jamaica, even 
thould it be found that the proclamation of martial law and 
the measures taken to suppress the outbreak were unjustifi- 
able. Upon this point I must differ with you, as in such a 
case I would not free them from the responsibility of such 
unconstitutional acts. Unquestionably the principles of the 
constitution are sufficiently clear as to martial law, and 
a) a statute might declare that no bill of indemnity 
thould be passed in favour of those who violated the law,+ 
e of little practical utility, for, without doubt 
(if it be ible that such an occasion can arise), the Parlia- 
ment would grant a bill of indemnity for such an act as the 
proclamation of martial law, ifthe danger of the overthrow 
of the Government, or the destruction of the lives and pro- 

ty of the people could be proved to be sufficiently great and 
imminent to justify it. 

_I cannot but feel, therefore, that if, in Jamaica, the occa- 
sion did not justify the exercise of such arbitrary power b 
the authorities, they onght not to go unpunished, and that 
in this way the great principle you have stated may best be 
established, for the guidance and warning of the authorities 
in — part ofher Majesty’s dominions. G. W. H 

an. 8, 
[All we have said on that subject is that we did not write 
with a view of making these gentlemen criminally respon- 
sible, but to establish a principle which would, we thought, 


it would 





* See Reilly’s History of Manchester.~G, W. H. 
+ Doubtless that is so. Parliament can make a special law 
eeiepamn) ie chooses, and thus tic the bands of the Courts,— 


t A statute prohibiting future legislation is necessarily nugatory, 
48 the legislature which desired to act would begin by repealing or 
Suspending it.—p. 8. J. 





be sufficiently vindicated by their deprivation and dis 


grace 
should it turn out that their acts were not — If 
any private prosecutcr chooses to put the law in motion 


Fao any of them, we have no desire to shield them from 
the consequences, be they what they may, but we do not 
advocate public action of that kind—Ep. 8. J.] 


DEMURRERS. 

Sir,—Will you be good enough to inform me in the 
next number of the Solicitors’ Journal what was the result of 
a demurrer to the bill in a case of Moseley v. Cressey’s 
London, &c., Steam Cooperage Company. It was argued be- 
fore Vice-Chancellor Wood during the last week of the last sit- 
tings. There was also a motion made at the same time, the 
result of which, being a shareholder in the company, I 
should also like toknow. I may add that I think all cases of 
of demurrer should be reported in the Weekly Reporter. 
Trusting you will kindly inform me what was his Honour’s 
judgment in this case. J. H. Howarp. 

Jan. 10. 

[See 14 W. R. 246.—Ep. S. J.] 





PRIVILEGES OF THE Bar. 

Sir,—As a barrister myself, I am in no way disposed 
to advocate any diminution of the privileges of my own 
branch of the profession, except in cases where their 
strict enactment militates against the welfare of the 
community. Such a case has just come under my notice. 
Happening to be staying in the neighbourhood of Graves. 
end, I met yesterday a solicitor with whom I am person- 
ally acquainted. He informed me that the quarter ses- 
sions were fixed for to-day, asked me if I had my wig and 
gown in the country, and whether I would accept a brief in 
a case in which he was interested. I declined it, explaining 
that, although a member of the Home Circuit, I had never 
attached myself to any sessions, and that it would be a viola- 
tion of etiquette for me to thus casually and suddenly 
attend here. Now in this there is no grievance: I miss my 
two guineas, but only in compliance with one of those regu- 
lations which are necessary for the guidance and manage- 
ment of all bodies of men. But this morning I walked into 
the ancient borough, and betook myself to its town hall to 
see how my friend’s case prospered. To my extreme surprise 
there was only one member of the bar present, and he was 
retained for the prosecution. The attorney for the prisoner 
was duly supplied with the necessary funds for his defence, 
but could not obtain the assistance of counsel for his client. 
By long-established rule barristers have not only a 
audience, but exclusive audience, at quarter sessions. ere 
might perhaps be no hardship in this arrangement when a 
few members of the bar attend ; but when they do not it 
appears to me that rather than a prisoner should go 
undefended who can afford to pay for his defence, his 
attorney should be heard for him. I remember an oc- 
casion on another circuit, when the chairman and deputy- 
chairman of quarter sessions informed the bar that if four of 
their members were not in attendance they would grant 
audience to the attorneys. Four does not afford much op- 
portunity for selection in the choice of an advocate, but the 
usual ave of criminal business is of so routine and 
a character that it is within any man’s capacity to conduct 
it. This has been well pointed out and illustrated in Mr. 
Fitzjames Stephen’s book on our Criminal Law. But when 
there is only one barrister present, and he is en to pro- 
secute, and the attorneys’ mouths are closed, an absolute in- 
justice is perpetrated. I am not thinking of the attorneys’ 
pockets, but of the prisoner's position. He is, by a rule of 
etiquette, cheated out of the right of every Englishman, that 
of being heard in his defence by the paid advocate of his 
choice. . Surely some .of your legal correspondents and 
readers will agree with me that when a bar does not attend 
with regularity, or in some force, the solicitors, as in the 
county courts, should. enjoy the right of addressing the Court, 
and if my complaint and suggestion are based upon any fal- 
lacy, I should like to know what that fallacy is. In the 
case of which I speak no practical injury was done ; for the 
jury very properly acquitted the prisoner. But twelve less 
“intelligent men” might have convicted him undefended, 
whereas the case presented salient points for cross-examina- 
tion and for remark to the jury, and the most ordinary 
forensic oratory would have convinced even the wnintelligent 
that they must acquit. 
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Our whole system of a is full of strange anomalies. 
ag 3 at any rate, is one palpable blunder. 
an. 5. 


HORTENSIUS. 
[it ee to us that the evil complained of arises entirely 
from Hortensius’s misapprehension of the rule of professional 
etiquette. As we understand that rule, no one who has not 
attached himself to a quarter sessions is justified in attend- 
ing those sessions in the ordinary way, but that is only to 
prevent unfairness towards regular attendants, and accord- 
ingly we have always considered (and we know that it has 
been recognised on the Home Circuit), first, that any coun- 
sel may attend any sessions if brought down by a special fee ; 
and, secondly, that if no other counsel be present and 
ready and willing to act, the rule of exclusion does not apply 
even without a special fee.—Ed. S. J.] 








IRELAND. 


THE FENIAN TRIALS. 

The Special Commission is still proceeding at Green- 
street. Business was resumed on the 5th inst., the judges 
having returned from Cork, and the trial of Charles J. 
Kickham was proceeded with. There was no feature of any 
novelty in the case, except that the prisoner refused the aid 
of counsel. His conviction was followed by a sentence of 
fourteen years’ penal servitude. 

The next trial was that of James O’Connor, a bookkeeper 
in the Irish People office. Messrs. Butt, Q.C., Sidney, 
Q.C., Dowse, Q.C., and O’Loghlen appeared for the defence, 
and put in a demurrer to the indictment, on the grounds 
that the alleged overt acts were not set out with sufficient 
certainty. Judgment was given for the Crown, and the 
trial was proceeded with, and resulted ina conviction. In 

ing sentence of seven years’ penal servitude Mr. Justice 

itzgerald said, he sincerely regretted that the prisoner, and 
persons similarly circumstanced, who had got into the 
meshes of this conspiracy, would not adopt a proper and 
becoming course, and, instead of fighting out a hopeless 
defence, by making the only reparation they could and by a 
confession of their guilt, enable the Court and the Crown to 
adopt a merciful course towards them. 

e Crown next _— Daniel Byrne, the night watch- 
man on duty in Richmond Bridewell on the night of 
Stephen’s escape. The prisoner was charged with being a 
member of the Fenian Brotherhood, and also with the overt 
act of having aided in the escape from prison of James 
Stephens, who had been committed to that prison for 
treason, and who (said the Solicitor-General in stating the 
case) ‘‘ was, undoubtedly, the founder, originator, and sus- 
tainer of the Fenian conspiracy in Ireland.” The prisoner's 
counsel (Messrs. Heron, Q.C., and J. A. Curran) challenged 
the array on the grounds that the panel and jurors’ book 
returned was for 1865, and was not the jurors’ book for the 
current year 1866, which (it was averred) had been duly 
signed, &c., and contained other names not in the book for 
the year 1865. The Attorney-General having put in a 
counterplea, to which the prisoner demurred, counsel for the 
prisoner intimated they would not then argue the point, 
and the trial proceeded. 


A RAILWAY SOLD IN BANKRUPTCY. 

The Bagnalstown and Wexford Railway, which runs about 
twenty-one miles from the Bagnalstown station, on the Irish 
South-Eastern Railway, to a village about five miles from 
New Ross, was sold on the 6th inst., in the Court of Bank- 
ruptcy, for £25,000. It will be remembered* that the de- 
cision of Judge Berwick, adjudicating the line bankrupt, 
excited some attention at the time, that it was the subject 
of an oe to the Court of Appeal in Chancery, where it 
was held that the Bankrupt Act did apply to railways, 
Shortly after, an Act (28 Vict. c. 21), was passed, by which, 
without affecting any adjudication then made, it was enacted 
that no railway in Ireland, incorporated by Parliament, 
should be made bankrupt under 20 £21 Vict. c. 60. 





CexTRaL Cuiminat Covurt.—The January sessions com- 
menced on Monday, and as a very short period elapsed since 
the adjournment of the Coust, there are but few prisoners for 
trial, the numbers on the books up to the opening being only 
fifty-five, of whom forty-five are males. The j * are the 
Lord Chief Baron, Mr. Justice Keating, and Mr. Justice Mellor. 


© 9 fol. Jour, 200, 301. 
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COLONIAL TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE, 


INDIA. 

The Legislative Council of India General and of Bengal 
are both in full session. 

The first bill introduced into the former by Mr. Maing 
extends to all India, with modifications and im rovements, 
Mr. Milner Gibson’s Act Amending the Law of Partnership 

assed last session. The modifications have reference to 

ndian procedure, and | reage a retiring partner, leaving in 
the business the value of his share, to beconsidered as havi 
made a loan to the firm with limited liability on a contract 
for a share in the = Mr. Maine has ommitted the fifth 
section of the English statute, which provides that in case 
of the borrowers insolvency the commanditarian partner 
shall not be entitled to prove in competition with the credi. 
tors. Not only is this provision here considered at variance 
with the rest of the enactment, but as there is no system of 
insolvency out of the three Presidency cities, it is stated that 
it could not be worked. 

There are peculiarities in India which promise to make 
this measure more useful than evenin France. The partners 
of European firms are frequently retiring. The greatest 
obstacle to success in India is the impossibility of engaging 
permamently trustworthy agents or managers—for tea- 

rdens, for instance—and they will be secured by a share 
in the profits without the old risk. Natives have long had 
this system of commanditarian partnership, which the old 
English law was indirectly destroying, and as officials are 
forbidden to buy land in their own province, and restricted 
in their investments, they may now use their savings under 
“nd Act at the risk of others and at greater profit than 

itherto. 





FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 
FRANCE. 
THE EXTRADITION TREATY. 

Comments contine to ventilate the subject of extradition, 
and if nothing come eventually of this effort to harmonise 
the international position of England and France, a vast deal 
of light at any rate will have dawned on the French public 
respecting the true principles of criminal prosecution as 
contradistinguished from the false, the oppressive, and the 
fraudulent. The great safeguard involved in habeas corpus, in 
bail, in oral confrontation of ‘‘ witnessess’’ with the accused, 
in avoidance of enforced self-crimination through a brow- 
beating process of interrogatory—all these and other corela- 
tive matters will be deeply impressed on the country at large. 
John Lemoinne, in the Débats, does not let slip his oppor- 
tunity for showing up the notorious unfairness of what 
on in France when an accused person is marked for hunting 
down by the authorities. ‘‘As for England,” he says, ‘‘ce n'est 
pas le gouvernement qw il s’agit de convaincre, ce sont les juris- 
consultes; ce n'est pas tel ou tel Ministre, c'est V opinion publique. 
Que voulez vous? Ces Anglais ont wn gowvernement que fait 
NON pas ce qwiIL VEUT mais ce qwiLS VEULENT. Aussi ont 
ils toujours passes pour des ORIGINAUX !” 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the meeting held at the Law Institution, on Tuesday, 
the 9th inst., Mr. G. Sangster Green in the chair, the fol- 
lowing question was discussed:—‘‘Is a railway compaiy, 
in the absence of negligence, liable for damages occasioned 
by sparks flying from the funnel of their engine ?”—Free- 
mantle v. The North-Western Railway Company, 9 W. BR. 
611; Vaughanv. Taff Vale Railway Company, 7 W. R. 120, 
8 W. R. 549; Gibson v. South-Eastern Railwag Company, 
1 Fost. & Fin. 23. The question was opened on the affirma- 
tive side by Mr. Warmington, and on the negative side by 
Mr, Montague, and ang being ultimately put by the presi- 
dent was decided in the negative by a narrow majority. 

Secrerany’s STATEMENT. 

Gentlemen, --I beg to make the following statement of the 
proceedings of the society during the past quarter, which 
commenced on the 24th October and terminated on the 19th 
December, 1865. 
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three jurisprudential questions have been discussed. 
ine members have been elected and four have resigned. 
The society now consists of 139 ordinary members. 
Mr. Buckland has resigned the office of reporter, and Mr. 
has been elected in his place. 
. Walter Webb has resigned the office of committeeman 
and Mr. Lloyd has been elected in his place. 

At the final examination in Michaelmas term, Mr. W. H. 
Herbert obtained a certificate of merit, and the examiners 
certified that the answers of Mr. F. K. Munton were highly 
gtisfactory, and that he would have been entitled to a prize 
ifhe had been under the age of twenty-six. 

The average number of members attending the meetin 
has been twenty-seven, the highest thirty-four, and the 
lowest twenty-one. 
the 1 and jurisprudential questions has been one hour 
and fifty-three minutes. 

The average number of speakers has been nine, and of 
voters fifteen, of which latter an average of twelve voted in 

mn and three by the register of voters. 

Only five members of the society, other than the com- 
nittee, have furnished me with questions for discussion, and 
an amendment in this respect is very desirable. 

The statistics of the society are not materially less gratify- 
ing than they were in the corresponding statement of last 

. At the same time, as I see that a defect to which the 

mcg then called attention—viz., the departure of 
members before the close of the debate—has been consider- 
ably amended, I am encouraged to allude to a matter in 
which I hope for similar impovement: I refer to the 
number of speakers at the meetings. On some occasions the 
debate has been allowed to flag, notwithstanding the presence 
of gentlemen who had not spoken—this is a detriment both 
to the general body of members present and to the particular 
members who might have taken advantage of the oppor- 
tunity to improve their powers of speaking. I may remind 
the younger members of the consideration which novices in 
that art invariably experience in our society. 

I am happy to state that the rules have worked so well 
that there has not even been any attempt to alter them 

ing the past quarter. 
have the honour to remain, gentlemen, 
Your very faithful servant, 
Tuomas WIDDOWS, 
Honorary Secretary. 


The «roe has comprised nine meetings, at which six 
an 


Law Institution, Jan. 9. 





WORCESTER AND WORCESTERSHIRE LAW 
SOCIETY. 


The annual meeting of the Worcester and Worcestershire 
Law Society was held in the Library on Monday last, Mr. 
Alfred C. Hooper, the president, in the chair. 

The accounts were audited. The amount received from 
subscriptions a the past year amounted to £124 6s. 4d.; 
the payments to £109 7s. 6d.; leaving a balance in the hands 
of the treasurer of £14 18s. 10d. 

The report was read, from which it appears that there are 
now fifty-three members, thirty-four of whom are practising 
solicitors in the city, and there are seven subscribers to the 

, six of whom are barristers. 

The following officers were elected for the present year:— 

Mr. Edward Corles, ag omg Mr. Hyla Holden, vice- 
president ; Mr. Wm. Allen, hon. secretary and treasurer. 

The following gentlemen form the committee, of whom 
the last-named are ex officio members :— 

Messrs, Southall (the mayor), T. G. Hyde, H. G. Golding- 
ham, John Stallard (city sheriff), R. J. Roberts, J. F. Gillam, 
J, Holyoake (Droitwich), S. M. Beale, Chas. F. Pidcock. 

At the conclusion of the business the president, Mr. 
Hooper, invited the members to luncheon. 








OBITUARY, 


Mr. James Boodle, of Cheltenham, solicitor, died on the 
8th instant, Born of humble parents in the town, he, whilst 
& lad, became an office clerk to Messrs. Fruen & Griffiths. On 
the admission of Mr. Hubert Gyde, who had been an articled 
clerk to those gentlemen, and who commenced business on 
his own account, Mr. Boodle became his articled clerk. At 
the expiration of his articles, Mr. Boodle started on his own 
account, and soon acquired a very large practice, his great 
abilities and knowledge of the law, and, in particular, his 


The average length of the debates on - 





marvellous qickness and readiness of apprehension of the 
most involved transactions, a gece | him to the notice 
of all classes. The late Lord Fitzhardinge appointed him 
his political agent in the borough, an office which he filled 
with wonderful tact and management. Unfortunately, how- 
ever, the great application of Mr. Boodle to his profession 
brought on epileptic fits, which affected his brain to such an 
extent that the most eminent metropolitan physicians 
ordered him to give up business altogether, which he was 
compelled to do p stad twelve years ago. He had, however, 
although he had not been in practice many years, acquired 
an ample competency, on which he has since lived in great 
retirement, his deplorable illness necessitating an almost 
total abstinence from mental labour. ; 

He leaves a widow but no family, his only child having 
died some years ago. 





‘LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 
Mr. H. Surety, on Common Law and Mercantile Law, 
Monday, Jan. 15. 
Mr. R. Horron Situ, on Conveyancing, Friday 
January 19. 


ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 


Queen’s Bench. 
NOTICES OF ADMISSION. 
Hilary Term, 1866. 
[The clerks’ names appear in small capitals, and the attorneys to whom 
acticled or assigned follow in ordinary type.) 
Hilarg Term, 1866, Pursuant to Judges’ Orders. 

Apcock, Franx.—C. Mossop, 1, Ironmonger-lane; E. E. 
Fear, Sherborne, Dorset. 

Fitper, Hersert WALL.—Thomas Johnson, Midhurst; E. 
J. Filder, 1, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Frupp, EpmMunp BEWwLEy.—B. Marshall, Barnsley; W. 
Shepherd, Barnsley. 

Hirpwoop, Lacy.—Edward Thompson, Salter’s Hall, London. 

Paut, Ropert MAcLEANE.—P. P. Smith, Truro. 

PELHAM, WALTER JOHN.—George C. Fletcher, 28, Arbour- 
square, Stepney; D. P. Hindley, 10, Old Jewry-chambers ; 
Joseph Wyatt, 12, King’s-road, Bedford-row. 

Last day of Hilary Term, 1866. 

BANKS, JOHN DANIEL.—George Webster, Liverpool. 

BARRATT, JAMES.—Thomas Heelis, Manchester. 

BayLEy, THomMAs Morrts——Thomas Smith James, Birm- 
ingham. 

BLewitTr, WILLt1AM.—W. R. Preston, 13, Gresham-street. 

Bower, VERNoN. — Edward Bower, Birmingham; Mark 
Whyley, Birmingham ; Frederick Price, Birmingham. 

Bristow, ALFRED IsAac.—William Bristow, Greenwich ; 
A. R. Bristow, 10, Lancaster-place, Strand. 

CHARLES, DANIEL.—T. Robinson, Eccleshall. 

CLARK, JoHN NATHANIEL.—John Clark, 9, Cook’s-court. 

as a RicHARD HENRY.—George Watson, Faken- 

am. 

Epe@ar, Henry Avevstvs.—J. Odin Taylor, Norwich. 

EL.is, BRaBAZON Woop.—Daniel Stephen Sutton, Burslem. 

FRANKLIN, HARRY JAMES.—James Franklin, Halifax. 

Froceatr, Epwarp.—John Froggatt, 16, Clifford’s-inn ; 
C. P. Allen, 17, Carlisle-street. 

Grsson, WILLIAM ApMTRAL.—C, R. Gibson, Dartford, Kent. 

Hatt, MatrHew HENRY.—Algernon Sydney Field, Leam- 
ington. 

ne Henry Peacu.—John Hensman, Northampton. 

Hincxs, Josepu, Jun.—Henry Underhill, Wolverhampton; 
F, Adams, Birmingham. 

Jerres, Thomas Epwarp.—W. M. Hazard, Redenhall- 
with-Harleston. 

JorRDAN, BARRETT Prick. —Edward Evans, Chester. 

Ketry, Henry.—F. C. Kelly, 3, New-inn, Strand. 

Mippteton, Jno. BouLTBEE.—Richard Archer Wallington, 
Leamington. 

Murrow, Cuartrs.—James Murrow, Liverpool; R. C, 
Brown, Liverpool. 

Poots, ArrHuR CHARtEs.—W. H. Myers, Manchester. 

Powys, ARTHUR VERE ARCHER.—Barnsby W, Powys, 38, 
Russell-square, 
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Price, Joun Epwarps.—John G. Trenerry, Bristol. 

Prior, Joun.—W. C. Cruttwell, Frome; J. Prior, 38, South- 
ampton-buildings. 

TAYLor, Joseru.—E. & T. Fisher, Ashby-de-la-Zouch. 

TomKrinson, TayLor Hucues, B.A.—F. W. Tomkinson, 
Burslem. 

TyERMAN, Cuas. DAnrEL.—C. R. Tyerman, 4, East India- 
avenue, 

WALKER, FREDERICK.—Thomas Cousins, Portsea. 

Younc, THomas PALLIsTER.—Thos. Young, 29, Mark-lane.* 


NOTICES OF APPLICATIONS TO TAKE OUT OR 
RENEW ATTORNEYS’ CERTIFICATES. 
1st February, 1866. 

Barrett, Edward Alfred, 5, Bolton-street, Piccadilly ; and 
Hornton-street, Kensington. 

Beck, John Grant, B.A., Washington, Sussex. 

a ge Edward Nugent, Swansea, Glamorgan. 

Burrell, Edward Montague, Ironmonger’s Hall, London. 

Durant, Thomas, 5, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-street ; 
and 25, Darnley-road, Hackney. 

Elwes, Edward Golding, Anerley. 

Freeman, Frederick William, Wimborne Minster, Yeovil ; 
and Downham-market. 

Gooday, John Francis Sikes, Sudbury, Suffolk. 

Haddelsey, Samuel Turner, Caistor, Lincoln. 

Haynes, Henry Shekell, Warwick. 

Hayter, Thomas, 85, Mortimer-road, Middlesex. 

oe William, Newcastle-under-Lyme. 

Hughes, Thos, Eady, Lincoln; and Oulden-hill, nr. Rochdale. 

Inman, Robert, Live 1. 

Janeway, George William Howard, 4, Kingswood-place, 
South Lambeth. 

Nightingale, Frederick Charles, Wimbledon, Surrey. 

—— Claude Ashley Anson, Bristol ; Clifton ; and Black- 

eath. 

Perkins, Frederick Robert, Beverley ; and Snaith, York. 

Philpott, Harry John Vernon, 36, Is a Islington. 

Rollitt, Albert Kays, Kingston-upon-Hull. 

Roper, Richard Henry Trevor, Penzance; 66, Denbigh- 
street ; and 64, Cambridge-street. 

Rowland, Frederick Browne, Ramsbury, Wilts. 

Rowlands, John, Carnarvon. 

Smedley, John Benjamin, 17, Charterhouse-lane, Charter- 


mani, si 

Stringer, uel, Manchester. 

Swift, “—. Willoughby, Blackburn, Lancashire. 

Tilsley, William Frederick, 74, Camberwell-road. 

Wadeson, James Weyman, Chalford, Gloucester. 

Ward, William Charles, Durham ; and Merthyr Tydfil. 

La agen Dossey, Sheffield, York. 

Wilde, William George, 21, Angell-park, Brixton; and 62, 
Guildford-street, Russell-square. 

Wise, Francis Dickson, Ripon ; and London. 





COURT PAPERS. 


CHANCERY CAUSE LIST. 
Sittings—Hilary Term, 1866. 
BEFORE THE LORD CHANCELLOR AND LORDS 
JUSTICES. 
Soady v. Turnbull (S.—Nov.2) 


Appeals. 
(F.C.) Davies vy. Shepherd Williams v. Glenton (R.— 
—June 3 


McIntosh v. Great Western 
Rail. Co. (8. —July 24) 
Jefferys v. Dickson (W.— 
July 26) 

Williams v. Williams (K.— 
July 27) 

Nevinson y. Lennard (R.— 

Aug. 7) 

Moore v. Marrable (R.-Aug. 8) 

Southern v. Harriman (Ww 
Ang, 9) 

Yates v. Jack & appm (W. 
—July 10) 

(F.C.) Horsfield v. Ashton 
(W.—Nov. 1) 

Chadwick v. Turner (R.— 
Nov 2) 


Nov. 3) 
Robson v. Whittingham (K. 
—Nov. 4) 
Wilson v.Hart (W.—Nov. 4) 
Waite v. Morland (W.-Nov.6) 
De Beauvoir vy. Benyon (R.— 
Nov. 6) 
Townend v. Toker (R.-Nov.7) 
Hooper v.Gumm (W.—Nov.10) 
McLellanv.Gumm(W.Nov.15) 
In re Mellor’s Estate; Mellor 
v. Mellor & appm (R.— 
Nov. 16) 

McIntosh v. Great Western 
Rail.Co (8.—Nov. 20) 
Jenkins v. Parry (8 —Nov.21) 
Humphrey v. Roberts (8.~— 

Nov. 23) 





* For previous names see page 151, ante, 





Humphrey v. Rcberts (S.— 
Nov. 23) 
Martin v. London, Chatham, & 
Dover Rail. Co. (S.— Dec. 4) 
Bell v. Wilson (K.—Dec. 5) 
Wycombe Rail. Co. v. Minis- 
ter & Poor Men of Donning- 
ton Hospital (R.—Dec. 6) 
Spirett v. Willows (S.-Dec. 8) 
Payne v. Parker (W.—Dec. 9) 
Bateman v. Boynton (R.— 
Dec. 12) 


Dabbs v. Nugent (S.—Dee, 
18 


Goldsmid v. Tunbridge Wells 
Improvement Comms. (R, 
—Dec. 19) 


Causes. 

(L.C.) Baxendale v. West 
Midland Rail. Co. md 
(L.C.) Baxendale v. Great 
Western Rail. Co. md 
(L.J.) Wood v. Scoles f¢ 


BEFORE THE MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 


Causes, dc. 
Sullivanv. Decker ex toans 
Brookes v. Davidson fe 
Corrigan v. Lea md 
Raphael v. Thames Valley 

il. Co. md 
Wood v. Joynson md 
Miles v. Miles md 
The Consolidated Assurance 
Co. v. Buckley md 
Martin v Ridley fe 
Solomon v. Davis md 
Lawton v. Ownsworth fe 
Johnson v. Foulds e . 
Cra, v. Gray; ebb v. 
Gay fc& 
Clark v. Eversfield md 
Omerod v. Rostron fe. 
Howard v. E. ofShrewsbury c 
Thomas v. Chorley md 
Stourton v. Burrell md 
Ibbott v. Burrell md 
Bloxsome vy. Chichester c 
Bloxsome v. Chichester c 
Dickenson y. Burrell md 
Branford v. Howard md 
Dickenson v. Burrell md 
Barrow v. Tyer md 
Richardson v. Lancaster and 
Carlisle Rail. C. md 
Windsor v. Campbell md 
Jones v. Jones md 
Cave v. Ellis md 
Garrod v. Garrod c (wit) 
Ellice v. Nth. Amer. Col. Ass. 
of Ireland md 
Moss v. Barton md 
Gee v. Liddell fc & sum 
Delves v. Strother ¢ (Jan.15) 
Wrightv. Blake c(witJan.29) 
Green v. Green fe 
Harvey v. Clarke md 
Jones v. Martin c 
Boyd v. Hoggins md 
Pettinger v. Ambler m d 
(Jan. 16) 
Wright v. Jackson c 
Shaw v. Griffiths md 
Warren v Watson md 
Hopkins v. Boardman fc 
Pewtress v. Rix md 
Baker y. Newman md 
Markham v Hutt md 
England v. Lord Tredegar 
d 


m 
Ridgway v. Woodhouse fe 
Loosemore v. Davey md 


In re Waites’ Estate ; Waites 
v. Waites fe 
White v Webb md 
Hawkins v. Stanfield md 
Procter v. Robinson c 
Smith v. Edwards md 
Jones v. Vallance md 
Banks v. Parsons fc &sum 
Bunn vPettinger md 
Mellalieu v. Booth md 
Lock v. London & Lancashire 
Insurance Co. md 
Andrews v. Bohannon md 
Rowe v. Tonkin md 
In re Sansom’s Estates ; San- 
som v. Hammond fc 
Slade v. Birkley md 
Williams v. Lloyd fe 
Denton v. Watson md 
Rothery v. Fitzsimons md 
Beaver v. Williams md 
Franklin v. Coward md 
Henry v. Naghten md 
Earl Cowley v. Wellesley spe 
Webster v. Firth md 
se Pn oe ‘ m ‘Sour 
Grady v. Taylor fc &2 
prea v. Oliver md 
Merritt v. Howell md 
Cooper v. Anderson fe 
In re Casher; Casher v. 
Casher fe 
Urquhart v. Westmacott fc 
E. Howe v. E.of Lichfield md 
Mulleneux v Carr md 
Hamp v. Robinson md 
Cook v. Whitehead fe 
Bovill v. Goodier c 
Leach v. Leach fe 
Timothy v. Hindley fe 
Seruby v. Clark c 
Davies v. Minchall fe 
Harman v. Gurner fc 
Mansell v. Hutchfield md; 
Cocks v. Romaine md 
Blaxland v. Bennett md 
Cousins v. Gilkes md 
Margetts v. Perkes fc & sum 
Grimwood v. Webber fe 
Chard v. Cox md 
Stoy v. National Assurance 
& Investment Assoctn. md 
Kernochan v. Ryland m 4 
Arthur v. Clarkson md 
Shattock v. Shattock md 
Ireland vy. Same md 
Dennistoun v.Dennistoun md 


BEFORE VICE-CHANCELLOR SIR RICHARD T. 
KINDERSLEY. 


Causes, de. 
Aberaman Iron Works v. 
Wickens ex toans 
E. Eglinton v. Lamb, Bt md 


| E. Eglinton v, Lamb, Bt md 


Towns v. Wentworth md 
Walsh v. Jupp md 

Jones v. Higgins md 
Painter v. Ford c pthd 


Binney v. Ince Hall Coal and 


Cannel Co. md 
Att.-General v. Poynder md 
Lambe*v. Orton (2) fe 
Coope v. Cresswell md 
Kell v. Nokes fo 
Nicholas v. ae md 
Wilkinson v. yn md 
Johnson v. Hodgson c (wit) 


Witw.. 


SOoOOt sate Homase etre ewe SoORW, 
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Hansom v. Pugin md 

Butt v. taper Gas Light 
and Coke Co. md 

Parsons v. Howkins md 

Martin v. Headon md 

Churton v. Frewen md 

Jupp v. N icholas c¢ 

Boursot v.Stone c 

Boursot v. Savage c 

Allison v. Lord md 

Poynder v. Hulbert md 

Selec field v. Sedgefield sc 

Gimblett v. Gimblett fc &s 

Wakefield v. D. Buccleugh md 

Watt v. Watt fe 

Hubbard v. Latham fe 

Courtis v. Watts md 

Estate Co. (Ld.) v.Sharpe md 

Lees v. Whiteley c 

Hart v. Young c 

Webb v. Hunt md 

letton v. Goodden md 

Dimond v. Edgell md 

Cookev. Ricketts md 

Brooke v. Harling md 


Warder v. Gunning md 
MacLachlan v. Lord c 
Dickson v. Wason md 
Morrison v. Travis md 
Bennett v. Bennett c 
Leaton v. Armstrong fe 
Dunn v. Aggs c 
N.Staf. Steel, &c.,Co., Burslem 
(Lmntd.) v. Ld. Camoys md 
Walker v. Lea md 
Evans v. Williams fc &sum 
Denny v. Keyes fc 
Townend v. Metcalf md 
Sterry v. Truss md 
Tuck v. Benstead fe 
Woods v. Axton md 
Midland Rail. Co. v. Lon. & 
Nth. West. Rail. Co. md 
Hitchin v. Hughes ¢ procon 
Ramsbotham vy. Senior md 
Hollis v. Allan spc 
Mansel v. Thomas md 
Bridgwater v. De Winton c 
Cork v. Porter md 
Morrill v. Withey md 


BEFORE VICE-CHANCELLOR SIR JOHN STUART. 


Causes, dc. 
Kay v. Hargreaves ex toa 
May v. Ramsey fc 
Hollings v. Bevan md 
Thomas v. Jenkins c 
mv. Goodman md 

Ferrand v. Townend md 
Day v. Day fc & sum 
Pettitt v. London, Brighton, 

& S. Coast Rail. Co. md 
Backhouse v. Paddon md 
Evans y. Williams c 
Brindley v. Turner md 
Phillips v. Francis md 
Minton v. Kirkwood md 
Morris v. Rathbone c 
Mackmin v. Matthews md 
Green v. Stapleton c 
Thompson v. The Marquis of 

Normanby md 
Caldwell v. Caldwell md 
Steedman v. Silvester fc 
Gordon v. Gordon md 
Silver v. Coote md 
Mullock v. Matthews md 
Wietlesbach y. Scott md 
Woodhouse v. Woodhouse md 
Cooper v. Martin fc & sum 
Matthews v. Matthews c 
Shepherdson v. Dale fc 
Forman v. Harvey fc 
Penrice v, Sharpin 
Hume v. Pocock fe 
Cook v. Glass md 
Prankerd v. Baker sc 
Alexandra Park Co (Limited) 

v. Wood md 
Homfray v. Fothergill md 
Evans v. Staniar md 
Duddell vy. Simpson md 
Patch v. Ward md 
Waters v Earl Shaftesbury md 


Lovegrove v. Downs fe 
Danell v. Hayling Ry. Co. md 
Lawton v. Ford c 

Morgan v. Howell md 
Day v. Jonas md 

Rowe v. Langley md 
Jupp v. Evans md 

Kendall v. Watson md 
Riley v. Heap md 
Almond v. Surman md 
Wood v. AlexandraPk.Co. md 
Evans v. Harris md 

Bond v. Bond fe 

Coles v. ay md 
Skipper v. Skipper md 
Fennery.MillwetiCanalCo.md 
Foster v Brown md 

Foster v. Oxenham md 
Cann v Marris fe 

Hind v. Fell md 

Hacker v. Mid-Kent Ry. md 
Augilbert v. Fielding md 
Batson v. Rowlands md 
Morgan v. Day fe 
Ferguson v. Wilson c 
Weir v. Weir md 

Curwen v. Ogle md 

De Rochefort v. De Chabannes 


fe 
Petheram v. Taylor md 
Pearson v. Rio de Janeiro 

City Improvement Co. c 
Bell v. Bell md 
Majoribanks v. Collins md 
Banning v. Neale md 
Browne v. Tylor md 
Chamberlin v. Archer md 
Wormald v. Haynes md 
Gedye v. Symons c 
Tabberner v. Lockwood md 
Laker v. Peisley md 
Lewington v. L. C. & D. Ry. 


BEFORE VICE-CHANCELLOR SIR WILLIAM PAGE 
WOOD. 


Causes, dc. 
Campbell v. Campbell md 
Knox v. Gye md 


Cocks v. Cocks md 

Jenner v. Jenner md 

Earl dela Warr v. Lord Caven- 
ish md 

Millard v. Bailey md 

Belly. Healey ‘ex to ans 

Harris y. Jose d 

Forbes v. Mackenzie 


Wedderburne v. Thomas c¢ 
pro conf 

Savin v. The Oswestry and 
Newtown Rail. Co. md 

Tate v. Williamson md 

Duke of Portland v, Hill md 

Darell v. Willis co 

Stables v. Powell fe 

Reading v. Atkins m d 
(Jan. 16) 

Hinde v. Morton c 





Ainsworth v. Walmsley md 
Earl of Stamford and War- 
rington v. Dawson md 

Woods v. Lamb md 
Ewen v. Candler md 
Caulfeild v. Caulfeild md 
Aliance Bank v. Motion md 
Pennell v. Davison md 
Davies v. Tatham md 
Steele v. Stuart md 
Martin v. Martin spc 
Tetley v. Brown c 
White v. Chitty md 
Lewer v. Earl Shaftesbury 
c wit 
Kelsey v. Fowler c 
Dear v. Webster md 
Denham v. Cox md 
Walker v. Brettell md 
Watkins v. Neath & Brecon 
Rail. Co. md 
Goode v. Winkles jur(Jan.15) 
Smith v. Owen md 
Hensley v. Wills md 
Sturges v. Sturges md 
Turner v. Elkins spc 
Wiltshire v. Marshall c 
Trinder v. Trinder md 
Tyrer v. Llewellyn md 
ollamby v. Oldrieve c 
Moore v. Harper md 
Harris v. Glynn fe 
Graham vy. Parsons fc 
Cartledge v. Radbourne md 
Gaskin v. Rogers fe 
Bowyer v. Woodman fe 
Middle Level Coms. v. Coms. 
of Nene Wash Lands md 
Clarke v. Cock md. 
Sparrow v. Ewing c¢ 
Romans y. Mitchell md 
Binns v. Nichols fc & sum 
Salvin v. Weston md 
Fuller v. Chamier rehearing 
Beevor v. Tuck c 
Ord v. Ord md 
Darby v. Swansea Harbour 
Trustees md 
Mendham vy. Williams fe 
Farrer v. Mould fe 
In re Gibson; Matthews vy. 
Foulsham fe 
Sherman v. Horrell f ¢ 
Worship v. Clarke md 
Weddenburne v. Thomas c 
Levitt v. Levitt fe 
Drake v. Boxill ¢ & sum 
Howath v. Mills fe 
Fleetwood, Bt.v. Forshaw md 
Finch v. Burden fe 
Tipping v. St. Helen’s Smelt- 
ng Co. (Limited) md 
Bazalgette v. Gregory md 
Mackenzie v. Forbes c 
Wickham v. Scaife c 
McKewan v. Dawes md 
Barnes v. Jennings fc 
Rodgers v. Kohn c 
Martin v. Martin spc 
Forbes y. Steven c 
Jeffryes v. The A and 
Masterman’s Bk (Lim) md 
Tangye v. Stott md 
Phillips v. Nock md 
Thain v. Riches md 
Crundell vy. Cox fe 


Dawson v. Medhurst md 
Chapple v. Bibby c 
Goodwin v. Lee fe 
Wilson v. Wilson md 
Solomon vy. Dadson c 
Neville v. Andrews fc 
Heiron v. Alexander c 
Otway Cave v. Otway c 
Prankerd v. Whitehead md 
Snowball v. Wrightson md 
Allin v. Archer md 
Batterbee v. Dyer md 
Kermode v. Macdonald; Ker- 
mode v. Macdonald md 
Langford v. Sampson fc 
Cross v. Wilkes md 
Prince v. Prince md 
Johnson v. Edgware, High- 
gate, & London Rail.Co. md 
Tunaley v. Robertson c 
Timewell v. West London 
Wharves and Warehouses 
Co. md 
Ashton v. Hurlstone md 
Hynam v. Dunn md 
Lawlor v. Norris md 
Brown v. West Londen 
Wharves and Warehouses 
Co. md 
In re Osborne’s Estate ; 
Osborne v. Osborne fe 
Carr v. Buchanan md 
Glover v. Wilson md 
The Dudley and West Brom- 
wich Banking Co. v. Sil- 
vester md 
Swain v. Salmon fe 
Hill v. Hill fe 
Paris v. Cooke c 
Woodhouse v. Manchester, 
Sheffield, and Lincolnshire 
Rail. Co. md 
Jewan v. Whitworth md 
Aspinall v. Duckworth md 
Wilkinson v. Gibson md 
Cromack v. Cromack md 
Leavens v. Atkinson md 
Harper v. Harper c 
Smith v. Greenhill fc 
Thomlinson v. Dixon c 
Greetham v. Milnes md 
Sykes v. Dyson fe 
Dent v. Auction Mart Co. m d 
Pilgrim v. Auctn. Mart Co. md 
Wardens and Commonalty of 
the Mystery of Mercers of 
the City of London v. 
Auction Mart Co. md 
Ashburner v. Gregg md 
Forbes v. Bowman c¢ 
Chadwick v. Young md 
Parke v. Banks c 
Stanford v. Dumergue c 
Davenport v. Townsend ¢ wit 
Hancock v. North md 
Staniar v. Evans md 
Rymer v. Preston md 
Lloyd v. Lloyd ma 
Jarman v. Vye fe 
Sumuer v. Healey mad 
Bovill v. Crate md 
Cadman v. Wright md 
Place v. Heywood md 
Braham v. Desprez ec 
Leather v. Smith md 
Horwood vy. Baguoll md 


NOTICE. 
The following Regulations as to Stamps will be strictly ob- 


served at Judges’ Chambers:— 
The following documents, before bein 


presented to, or 


left with the Judges’ Clerks, must have the proper stamp or 
stamps affixed thereon or thereto, vig. 
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Rate of Fee. 
Every affidavit left or filed in support of ex parte s. d. 
applications 1 0 
Affidavit intended to be used, or read, or 
referred to prior to the application being 
heard befcre the judge 
Affidavit before being tendered to be sworn 
or affirmed (each deponent) 
Exhibit (requiring signature of judge or 
DUM DNNOIIIY raiss5 shies vcvconsevenessssceecnsyns 
Special or appeal case, demurrer or error 
book, certificate, fiat, caveat, &c., ........ 
Bail on cepi corpus, error, &c.,* 
Recognizance (on bond, newspaper, and 
on) [grea arm te Be soe nae 
Acknowledgment by married women, every 
acknowledgment * 
Fiat for allowance of costs in actions under 
£20 where judgment is signed by default 
for want of appearance* . 
Summonses to be attended by counsel :— 
Prior to the same being heard, the stamp must 
be affixed on the original or copy summons 
by the party giving the notice, and if op- 
posed by counsel, the party opposing must 
affix a similar stamp on the original or 


copy served 
As to the following documents, the parties applying for 
the same must be prepared with the necessary stamp or 
stamps to affix thereon, viz :— 
Rate of Fee. 


Every summons for writ of trial ....... aowesainn vests 
jig? NNN  Gicsscnsiiceessaosssssscesedooves 
oo ©“Obderfor writ oftdial........cccccrrsivceroeses 
sy Order of an ordinary nature ..............:088 
s» Order of a special nature 
x, Admission of an attorney 
s, Approbation for commission to take affi- 
davits 
35 Commission for taking affidavits or special 
bail, exclusive of stamp duty 
sx Office copy affidavit, or other proceeding 
RIND) ccsnciniesse: scene ncsapcaostessdiacseteaso 
N.B.—These lists do not include all the fees receivable at 
the Judges’ Chambers, but only such as are of daily oc- 
currence. 
EXCHEQUER CHAMBER. 
SiTTrncs 1n Error. 
The following days have been appointed for the argument 
of Errors and Appeals :— 
QUEEN’s BENCH. 
Thursday 


Feb. 1 | Saturday 
eee 
Common PLEAS. 


Monday.................. Feb. 5 | Tuesday 
EXcHEQUER. 
Feb. 7 | Thursday .......... ... 


AMENDED AND ADDITIONAL RULES AND ORDERS 


FOR 
HER MAJESTY’S COURT OF PROBATE. 
IN CONTENTIOUS BUSINESS. 

By virtue and in pursuance of the provisions of the 
Statute, 20 & 21 Vict. c. 77, 1, the Right Honourable Sir 
James Plaisted Wilde, Knight, Judge of Her Majesty's 
Court of Probate, with the concurrence of the Right Honour- 
able Robert Monsey Lord Cranworth, Lord High Chancellor 
of Great Britain, and of the Right Honourable Sir Alexander 
James Edmund Cockburn, Baronet, Lord Chief Justice of 
the Court of Queen’s Bench, make and issue the following 
amended and additional Rules and Orders in respect to the 
Contentious Business in the said Court of Probate, to take 
effzct on and after the 11th January, 1866. 

Dated the 29th day of December, 1865. 

Amexpen RvLES AND ORDERS. 

In place of rule 40 of the rules and orders, in contentious 
business, and of the form No. 8, referred to in rule 38 of the 
said rules and orders, it is ordered, that— 

40. If one party propounds a will or testamentary script in 
his declaration, and the adverse parties, or either of them, 
Ml: these documents, “The Stamp to be affixed upon a pracipe 











desire to propound another will or testamen seri 
adverse Pe must, with their pleas, deliver toi the oe 
party and file in the Registry a declaration propounding such 
other will or testamentary script, to which the opposite pa: 
shall plead ; and the form of declaration, and the pleadings 
and proceedings arising therefrom, shall be the same as are 
directed by the rules and orders of this court in respect to 
the original declaration delivered and filed in the cause, 

40a. The party or parties pleading to a declaration pro. 
pounding a will or testamentary script shall be allowed to 
plead only the pleas hereunder set forth, unless by leave of 
the Judge, to be obtained on summons. 

1, That the paper writing bearing date, &c., and alleged 
by the plaintiff [or defendant] to be the last will and 
testament [or codicil to the last will and testament 
of A. B., late of, &c., deceased, was not duly en 
according to the provisions of the statute 1 Vict. ¢, 
26, in manner and form as alleged. 

2. That A. B., the deceased in this cause, at the time his 
alleged will [or codicil] bears date, to wit, on the, 
&c., was not of sound mind, memory, and under. 
standing. 

8. That the execution of the said alleged will [or codicil 
was obtained by the undue influence of C. D. an 
others acting with him. 

4, That the execution of the said ry will [or codicil] 
was obtained by the fraud of C.D. and others acting 
with him. 

5. That the deceased at the time of the execution of the 
said alleged will [or codicil] did not know and approve 
of the contents thereof. 

Any party pleading the last of the above pleas shall there- 
with (unless otherwise ordered by the judge) deliver to the 
adverse parties and file in the Registry particulars in writ- 
ing, stating shortly the substance of the case he intends to 
set up thereunder ; and no defence shall be available there- 
under which might have been raised under any other of the 
said pleas, unless such other plea be pleaded therewith. 

ADDITIONAL RULES AND ORDERS, 
Writs of Attachment and other Writs. 

107. Applications for writs of attachment, and also for 
writs of fiert facias and of sequestration, must be made to 
the Judge by motion in court. 

108. Such writs, when ordered to issue, are to be pre- 
pared by the party at whose instance the order has been ob- 
tained, and taken to the registry, with an office copy of the 
order, and, when approved and signed by one of the Regis- 
trars, shall be sealed with the seal of the Conrt, and it shall 
not be necessary for the judge to sign such writs, 

109. Any person in custody under « writ of attachment 
may apply for his or her discharge to the judge if the Court 
be then sitting ; if not, then to one of the Registrars, who for 
good cause shown shall have power to order such discharge. 

(Signed) JAmeEs Piaistep WILDE. 

Approved, 


CrANWoRTH, C. 
A. E, CocksurRn. 
IN NON-CONTENTIOUS BUSINESS. 

By virtue and in pursuance of the provisions of the statute 
20 4 21 Vict. c. 77, 1, the Right Honourable Sir James 
Plaisted Wilde, Knight, Judge. of her Majesty’s Court of 
Probate, with the concurrence of the Right Honourable 
Robert Monsey Lord Cranworth, Lord High Chancellor of 
Great Britain, and of the Right Honourable Sir Alexander 
James Edmund Cockburn, Baronet, Lord Chief Justice of 
the Court of Queen’s Bench, make and issue the following 
amended Rule and Order in respect to the Non-contentious 
Business in the said Court of Probate, to take effect on and 
after the 11th January, 1866, : 

Dated the 29th day of December, 1865. 

In place of rule 79 of the Rules and Orders in Non-con- 
tentious Business, it is ordered that— 

79. The Registrars are to take care that the copies of wills 
and affidavits to be annexed to the probates or letters of 
administration are fairly and properly written, and are to 
reject those which are otherwise ; but it shall not be neces- 
sary that such copies be written in the engrossing hand 
heretofore in use. 

: , (Signed) 

Approved, 

yy C. 
A, E. Cocknury. 


JAMES PLAISTED WILDE. 
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COURT FOR DIVORCE AND MATRIMONIAL CAUSES. 


Citation. 

On CVEry Citation io..00000...000 .coseccscsccosccsscscosesoe 
For settling citation, or an abstract thereof for ad- 
vertisement, or other advertisement : ‘. 
If five folios of seventy-two words or under 
If above five folios for each additional folio 






or part of a folio .......sceeeeee ebesdesasivetes 
Appearance, 
On entering appearance ...........sceceeesseveeeeneeeces 
On amending appearance........s..sseeeeererees Sikes 
Pleadings. 
Filing a petition ...........ccee-cccssccescccscees 
BIOS GU GUBWED ..crescosscdsccsenctoccneesesccssessieess 
EWAN 5. ccicscs) vy. > Coseneavigauaidcsseapacssceas 
Filing rejoinder or any further replication ......... 
Filing act on petition .....ccceccsccscsessesssesceenesees 


Filing any writing to the act on petition by way 
of answer, reply, rejoinder, or conclusion 
Filing joinder in demurrer ............:00.ce see esseeeeee 
On amending or reforming pleadings 
Evidence. 
Filing interrogatories (each set) ...........cseeceeseenes 
Filing deposition of each witness 
Protection Orders. 

Filing application for an order for the protection of 
a wife’s earnings and property 

For entering the order on such application ......... 

For the order under seal of the Court...............04 

Questions for Jury. 

For settling the issues of fact to be tried by a jury 

Filing parchment copy of the issues of fact as settled 

MINE GANIGN éciccshindesunsush taco danacseascsavccsaaccceiais 

Setting down. 

Setting a cause down for hearing or trial............ 

Withdrawal, 

On withdrawal of a cause after same is set down 
for hearing or trial, to be paid by the party at 
whose instance it is withdrawn ....66......sceeee 

Subpena, 
Hearing or Trial. 

On the hearing or trial of a cause : 

From the party setting down the cause for 
hearing OF trial.............0....sscsseressereee 

If the hearing or trial continues more than one 
day, for each day : 


On every subpeena 


From the same party ......cscsssssescsseceeeres 
Judge's Notes. 
Producing the judge’s notes .......+000. basatiravnmheae 


Entering Decree, Verdict, or Order. 
Entering sentence or final decree in a cause, to be 
paid by the successful party 
Entering verdict, if five folios of seventy-two words 


POU TURESETOOCOTI OCS 


If exceeding five folios, for each additional folio or 
DORE: OF WTONO; .0sseess cerns vccaesavqaarccscveacecsessenes 
Entering order for the examination of a witness or 
Witnesses ....66...0006 apie GNRIT ENS « CRCaN esha esaya 
Entering any decree or order for alimony............ 
Entering order directing how damages shall be 
applied 
Entering order providing for custody, maintenance, 
or education of children, if five folios of seventy- 
two words or Under .........c..seceeeeeeeneeseeeeeeeees 
Entering any order made underthe authority given 
by 20 & 21 Vict. c. 85, sections 32 and 45, and 
by 22 & 23 Vict. c, 615. 5, if five folios of seventy- 
two Words OF UNEP ....,..s:eeeeeeeeseeeeeetee seeeeeees 
If either of the above orders exceed five folios, for 
each additional folio or part of a folio ............ 
Entering any minute, order, or decree in the Court 
Book other than minutes, orders, or decrees 
specified.........+ disieceete biscaceteiesaeheveusbussehwnese 
Entering any order of the Registrars of the Court 
of Probate the same fee as would be payable for 
entering a similar order made by the judge. 


Orders. 
For any order issuing under the hand of the Judge- 


oeeeERESECEESOOCOCOCOOTOCOOOUOOSOOI eter) 


£8. d. 
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0 2 6 
00 8 
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Ordinary, or of one or more of the Registrars, 
except orders made on summons 
: 1 Bill of Exceptions. 

Bill of exceptions signed by the judge ......... eovens 
Commission or Requisition. 

On every commission or requisition issuing under 
seal of the Court 


eeeeeeeeecentee se 


Taking Evidence. 
For taking the evidence of one or more witnesses 
before the Registrar, and within three miles of 
the General Post-office, for each day ......+ sess 
If beyond that distance, for each day, in 
addition to travelling expenses............ 
If for part of a day only, such smaller fee as 
the Registrar in his discretion shall think 
proper. 
References to the Registrars. 
On each reference to ascertain the amount to be 
paid or secured to a wife to cover her costs. For 
the Registrar’s attendance 
For his report thereon... ...........s000seeeeeeee 
On each reference for any other inquiry before the 
Registrars. For the Registrar’s attendance...... 
For every hour or part of hour after the first 
hour @ fartiner fee Of:<.<:....00e.seasssessavese 
For the Registrar’s report, if five folios of 
seventy-two words or under .......+00+.+ 
If exceeding five folios, for every additional 
folio or part Of a folio .....ccecsssseseeeseeees 
Summonses. 
CO CUE URRI RIN 5« once cacperiescuscsducsacadgenex tains 
For an order on summons, including the entry of 
same 
If a final order in the cause 
Motions. 
Wilinige CONG fee MUNIN 5h scccetcainuctsseceas sicanesedess 
Entering any minute or order on motion other 
than orders specified  ...:.0........scesscesecassenciass 
If a final order in the cause  .........e0e0e 


OeRUCRTOOTOOSOSTOe OSI OS TT 


seen eT TPP eee eeeeeere iit Teer rs) 


Writs. 
Writ of attack ment <.cssccccececcccesscocesconcssenssssies 
Writ of sequestration ...........:cccccccssssssevees eecese 
Writ of fieri facias 1.1... ..ceeeees dijalbdank <a dthacvontines 
Appeals. 
On lodging instrument of appeal .......ceeeeeereerees 
Certificate. 


For every certificate under the hand of the Jud 
Ordinary, or of one of the Registrars of the 
Principal Registry of the Court of Probate ...... 

Filing. 

Biking Overy MObO0 o...cceinincsscossedcsasccasouwasecus 

Filing exhibits, for each exhibit..............0.c0sss000 

Filing every affidavit or other document brought 
into Court or deposited in the Registry, for 
filing which no fee is before specified 

Searches. 

Search in each court book, if within the last five 

ROUTER, ci cecichinns seeeaeades Ceneseuantas vesbeinecteneenaaiaad 
: If at an earlier period than within the last 
VG FOBIG is csuncnsscavsegovensevaseisler vanes 
In case the court books to be searched or 
the documents required are not in the 
registry, in addition to the above......... 

Office Copies and Extracts. 

For every office copy or extract ofa minute, order, 
or decree entered in a cause, or of any document 
filed in a cause, or deposited in the Registry: 

If five folios of seventy-two words or under 
If exceeding five folios of seventy-two 
WORD Per FOO 5555 5. cssecesncs sieses ccueseees 
If on parchment, in addition to the above, 
for every folio and part of a folio of 
seventy-two words 

For the seal of the Court affixed to any minute, 

order, or decree, or to any Office copy.....+...... 
Taxing Costs. 

Taxing every bill of costs : 

If five folios of seventy-two words or under 
If exceeding five folios of seventy-two 
WOPER cccacesccccecscnsecee stent sanendiies 
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for every folio and part of a folio of 

seventy-two Words ...........+6 

When taxed as between practitioner and 

client, for every folio and part of a folio 

of seventy-two words ...... eee 

For postponement of appointment for taxation of 

costs to be paid by the party at whose instance 
the appointment is postponed : 

f the bill of costs is five folios of seventy- 


pale ed EINE 0 0 6 | reduction of this rate may, we think, be also soon ex; , fi 





~ 


all likely to experience in the present state of affairs. A 


lor 
led 


the present willingness of borrowers to pay that rate is found 
on the expectation of realizing still greater profits, and these an- 


niet ta hee 010 ticipations are, we fear, likely to be, to a great extent, dis- 


appointed. In times of panic the rate of discount might reach 
any amount, but when that rate is founded upon the expectation 
of profits, it soon comes to be governed exactly by the scale of 
profits being always, of course, less than the profits, and conse- 
— must soon contract itself to a moderate compas. We 
t 


two words or under ............. (apsbedeshenss 01 0 ink, therefore, that after a week or two more, a considerable 
If exceeding five folios of seventy-two reduction in the rate of discount may be confidently expected. 
: 6 In the Stock Exchange transactions have been recently v 
words, and under fifteen folios ............ 0 2 numerous in consequence of the preparation for the deposits on 
If exceeding fifteen FOLIOS sess eeveereeseerees 05 0 railways and other public bills to be introduced into Parliament 
Appointment of Officers. during the approaching session. These must be completed on 
On - ppmonae of a Commissioner for taking ce et prt agers | we may, after that date, experience some 
WEED. 5 c-scrshenoteexesstiiocéabens op cceeseccssassese relaxation of the existing pressure. __ 
For registering appointment of a Commissioner for The funds continue in their previous depressed state, and 
: ; it 
taking oaths in the Court of Chancer 050 although an improvement of 4 took place on Thursday, it was 
ing ai cio ultimately lost. The market, however, is slightly less dull than 
— Oaths. previously. The snow-storm and the interruption to telegraphic 
ad ne veep an oath to each deponent......... 0 ; : communication have affected transactions in every department. 
‘or marking each exhibit ........c..coosseeesscseeeee 0 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quotation, January 11, 1866. 
[From the Official List of the actual business transacted.] 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
3 per Cent. Consols, 87 Annuities, April, ’85,— 


Ditto for Account, Jan. 9—87} Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 — 

3 per Cent. Reduced, 86J Ex Bills, £1000, 3 per Ct. dis 

New 3 per Cent., 86 Ditto, £500, Do, dis 

Do. 34 per Cent., Jan. ’94 — Ditto, £100 & £200, Do. 6 dis 

Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 — Bank of England Stock, 54 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. °73 — Ct. (last half-year) 245 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 — Ditto for Account, — 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
India Stock, 10} p Ct. Apr.’74 210 | Ind. Enf. Pr., 4pC., Jan. 72, 102 


Ditto for Account, — Ditto, 54 per Cent , May, ’79, — 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, 70, 102% | Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, ’64 — 


Ditto 4 per Cent., Oct. ’88 Do. Do.. 5 per Cent., Aug. 66, — 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds,4 per Ct.,£1000, 6 pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4perCent.— | Ditto, ditto, under £1000, — pm 


RAILWAY STOCK. 











Shares. Railways. id. | Closing Prices. 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter ...... sbpaveuintatsaneernatens 95 
Stock | Caledonian.................csscessscoeres 127 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western ... 113 





Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 
Stock Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 ......... | 100 bs 
Stock | Great Northern 

Stock Do., A Stock* 
Stock 









































93 
58s 
40 
37 
104 
122: 
Stock | London and Blackwal! 91 
Stock | London, Brighton, and South Coast. 103 
Stock | London, Chatham, and Dover. 38 
Stock | London and North-Western 125 
Stock | London and South-Western 95 
Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 63 
Block | Metropolitan..........ccccccsccccsscscccccessssesees 133 
10 Do., New 23 p 
| Midland ......... 122% 
Stock Do., Birmingham and Derby ............| 94 
Stock | North British ...... IRE FS EG | 100 58 
Stock | North London } 138 




















Stock | West Cornwall 





* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 





Mowzy Market anv City INTELLIGENCE. 
Although the bullion in the Bank of England suffered, during 
the last week, a further decrease of £218,354, yet the Bank di- 
rectors did not, on Thursday, treat us to a 9 per cent. rate of dis- 
count. » great as mercantile profits, especially in tho 
American trade endo. posh» during the present year, wo 
think that the force of monetarure “nature can no g0,” 


and that 8 per cont. is the maximum rate which discounts are at 


The discount demand at the Bank continues moderate. In 
the Stock Exchange there has been a slight increase in the in- 
quiry for advances ; yet they were still offered at comparatively 
low rates. Advances for short periods were freely offered at 4 
per cent. 

The foreign exchanges have been adverse during the wee 
and this has led to the depression of the English funds, and 
other securities. Ona comparison, however, of the quotations 
of the price of gold at Paris and New York with its price here, 
it appears that it is at present one-tenth per cent. dearer in 
Paris than it is in London, and slightly dearer here than at New 
York. There would consequently be a profit on importing it 
hither from the United States. This ne tend to increase the 
amount of bullion in the Bank, and, consequently, to lower the 
rate of its discount ; but as the same cause which tends to bring 
us gold from the United States, tends also to send it on a conti- 
nental tour, the Bank is thus like the tub of Danaides, dis- 
charging its supplies as fast as it receives them. We think that 
these tendencies merely indicate that the Bank of England is the 
conduit pipe which transfers the products of the American mines 
to the continent of Europe, and not that there is anything un- 
sound either in our trade with America, or our monetary system 
in general. 


In 1865 287 new joint-stock companies, with authorised 
capital to the amount of £106,995,000, were brought out. A 
large proportion of these projects have, however, proved 
abortive, or expired after a brief existence. ‘The total amount of 
capital offered was £75,578,900, but the deposits reached the 
sum of only £12,174,790. An analysis of the new projects 
shows that 119 of them were of a manufacturing or trading 
character, with £28,735,000 of authorised capital, £22,207,900 
offered, and £3,890,290 deposited. Mining speculation was re- 
presented by 49 companies, with £4,505,000 of capital authorised, 
£4,196,000 offered, and £1,038,000 deposited. Building and in- 
vestment companies come next in number on the list. There 
were 32 of them, with capital authorised, £9,815,000 ; offered, 
£7,350,000 ; and deposited, £1,186,250. 15 new shipping com- 
panies offered £4,235,000 of their authorised capital of £6,170,000 
and received in deposits £729,100. 13 railway companies offered 
£8,140,000, having an authorised capital of £12,720,000, and 
received £1,180,900 in deposits. 12 hotel companies had a 
deposit of £264,500, after offering £1,250,000 of their authorised 
capital, £1,300,000; and 11 banks, with a nominal capital of 
£15,200,000, offered £10,400,000, and had £1,465,000 deposited. 
The new issues in 1865 by companies previously existin 
amounted to £7,379,640 of capital called up out of £15,090, 
offered at a total premium of £539,500. In addition to this, the 
foreign loans of the year were £46,236,363 in nominal amount, 
£20,231,663 being called up; but a considerable proportion of 
this sum was raised abroad. 








IMPORTANT CuoURCH-RATE CasE.—On Wednesday a church- 
rate case of some importance as to the manner of making a 
church -rate and the legal observances necessary to give it force 
and bearing upon the items ye r to be charged, was heard at 
Aldershot before a full bench of magistrates. ‘The defendant was 
Mr. Charles Gammon, a member of the United Presbyterian 
Church, and a leading tradesman of the town. Mr. John 
Bennett, of Serjeants’-inn, appeared for the defence, and Mr. R. 
Eve, solicitor, vestry clerk, for the churchwardens. The making 
of the rate and the demand having been proved, and the witnesses 
having been cross-examined on minor points, Mr. Bennett ad- 
dressed the Bench, and in the course of his remarks took objec- 
tions to the demand for the rate (which amounted to 6s. 6d.) on 
four grounds ; first, that there was no proof of thecalling of the 
vestry mecting to make the rate ; secondly, that there wore illegal 
items charged in the estimate ; thirdly, that persons who ought to 
be rated were omitted ; and fourthly, that the rate was excessive. 








In support of the second objection Mr, Bennett quoted, from the 
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estimate made for the rate, items for the repair of the church 
clock, for visitation fees, and £6 for collector’s expenses in going 
to sessions to support summonses for the rate. It was for the 
churchwardens to collect the rate without putting the parish to 

, and in law cases, if they gained the suit, their costs would 
pe allowed. He quoted a case from Prideaux’s work on Church- 
wardens, a judgment given by Dr. Lushington, as follows :—“ A 
church-rate can only be made for the repair of the church, and 
for the decent performance of Divine worship therein.’’ As to the 
third objection, Mr. Bennett showed that in two or three in- 
stances the tenant had been omitted from the rating, and the 
landlord inserted, which was contrary to law, the law being that 
church-rates could only be enforced against the occupiers of pre- 
mises. Mr. Eve contended that the defendant shoal prove his 
objections to be dona fide, and that the bench had no power to 
dismiss the case unless he did so. The Bench retired (although 
it had previously considered the point of the validity of the rate, 
and held this to be valid) to consider Mr. Bennett’s objections. 
On the return of the magistrates into court, the chairman said 
that they cousidered “ the point raised by Mr. Bennett to be very 
nice, and: would dismiss the summons, but without saying why.” 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT GARRAWAY’S. 
Jan. 9.—By Messrs. Ventom, Crarx, & BULL. 

Absolute reversion, on the death of a lady aged 56 years, to a free- 
hold residence and 40 acres of land, situate at Englefield-green, 
Egham, Surrey—Sold for £6,250.—Subject to a mortgage of £4,000. 

Freehold ship-building yard and premises, situate in Thames-street, 
Greenwich ; let on lease at £175 per annum—Sold for £2,375. 

By Mr. Epwarp Harrison 

Copyhold messuage, outbuildings, premises, and Ila Ir 14p of arable 

land, situate at West Ham, Essex—Sold for £1,625, 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

ASTON—On Jan. 4, at Pembridge-crescent, Bayswater, the wife of J. 
K Aston, Esq , Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

FRYER—On Jan. 4, at Gray’s-inn-place, Gray’s-inn, the wife of Henry 
Fryer, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 

HIGGINS—On Jan. 9, at Harley-road, South Hampstead, the wife of 
J. Napier Higgins, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of ason. 

SNOW—On Jan. 3, at Brunswick-gardens, Kensington, the wife of T. 
Snow, Esq., M.A., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGES. 

GRAY—TREADWILL—On Dec. 8, John W. Gray, Esq., Barrister- 
at-Law, Plowden’s-buildings, Middle-Temple, Son of Sir John Gray, 
M.P., Dublin, to Alice M. E., daughter of the late Solomon Tread- 
will, Esq., Leek, Stafford. 

HOWE£—BEAUCLERK—On Jan. 4, at St. James’s, Paddington, T. E. 
Howe, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Lincoln’s-inn, to Augusta, daughter 
of the late A. De Vere Beauclerk, Esq., of Ardglass, county Down. 

HUTCHINSON—LA CAZE—On Nov. 28, at Castries, St Lucia, West 
Indies, A. J., son of the late W. Hutchinson, Esq., Cheltenham, to 
Marie M. F., daughter of the Hon. L. La Caze, Attorney-General of 


St. Lucia. 

THOMAS—COUSINS--On Jan. 1, at Glyntaff Church, Pontypridd, 
Glamorganshire, Robert Thomas, Esq., Pontypridd, to Mary A., 
daughter of S. G. Cousins, Esq., Pontypridd, 

DEATHS. 

EASTLAKE—On Dec. 31, at Exeter, Eliza, relict of the late George 
Eastlake, Esq., Solicitor, Plymouth, aged 73. 

FARRAR—On Jan. 3, Emily A., daughter of Frederick Farrar, Esq., 
Solicitor, Doctor’s-commons. 

HUSTWICK -On Jan, 6, at Soham, Cambridgeshire, Thomas Hus- 
twick, Esq., Solicitor, aged 24. 

LOOSSEMORE—On Jan. 3, at Tiverton, John Loossemore, Esq., Soli- 
citor, aged 71. 

NIXON—On Dec, 29, Fanny S., daughter of James E. Nixon, Esq., 
Solicitor, Pentonville-road, aged 21. 

RICHAKDSON—On Dec. 31, at Dublin, Harrietta, widow of the late 
William Richardson, Esq., King’s Proctor for Ireland, aged 74. 


UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 





The amount of Stock heretofore standing in the followi g Names will le 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants appear 
within Three Months: — 

Buapy, James P., and Frayors Fitzpatrick, both of Lisson-street, 
Paddington, Surgeons. £346 18s. 9d. New £3 per Cent. Annuities 
—Claimed by G, R. Snowdon, and T. Furguson, executors of F. 
Fitzpatrick, the survivor. 

Lovepay, Jonw Witttamscore, Oxford, Esq., and Artaun Lovepay, 
Doctor’s-commons. £51 11s, 10d. New £3 per Cent, Annuities— 
Claimed by A Loveday, the survivor. 

Retry, Many ANN, Deans-place, South Lamboth, Widow, and Caaries 
Reity, Cary-lane, Cheapside, Silversmith. £103 New £3 per Cent. 
Annuities—Claimed by C. Reilr, tho survivor. 


LONDON _GAZETTES, 
GAinding-up of Joint Stock Compantes. 


Turspay, Jan. 9, 1866, 
Lraitgp in Canogry. 

British and Foreign Mining Financial Association (Limited).— 
Petition for winding up, presented Jan 8, to be heard before Vice- 
Chancellor Kindersley on Jan 19. Batton, Gt George-st, West- 
minster, solicitor to the petitioners. 











Creditors under 22 & 23 Viet. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Clam. 
Friary, Jan. 5, 1866. 
Blanshard, Robt, Castleford, York, Farmer. Feb12. Bradley, Castle- 


ford. 
Craddock, John, Northleach, Gloucester, Yeoman. Feb 1. Jessop 
Cheltenham. 
1, Jas, Shooter’s-hill, Plumstead, Kent. March 1. Pearce, 
oolwich. 
Doherty, Chas, Nelson-sq, Blackfriars-rd, Gent. Feb 10. Batt & Son, 
Dyer's-hall, Dowgate- hill. 
Evans, Jeremiah Michael, St John's-lodge, Clapham, Esq. Feb 1. 
Vining, Moorgate-st-buildings. 
Biaee Edwd, Llangollen, Denbigh, Hotel Proprietor. March 25. 
Richards. 
Gangadis, Jas John, Circus-pl, Finsbury, Merchant. March 1. 
Abrahams, Gresham-st. 
Gould, Wm, Bristol, Grocer. Feb 15. Calder, Bristol. 
Grant, Fredk Allan, Guildford-st, Russell-sq, Esq. March1. Walker 
& Martineau, King’s-rd, Gray’s-inn. 
ee. Amelia, Connaught-sq, Middx, Widow. March2. Day, 
ay-fair. , 
Lowe, Wm, Warboys, Huntingdon, Surgeon, Jan 15. Wallingford 


& Day, St Ives. 
vo’, ‘Thos, Binegar, Somerset, Yeoman. March 1. Nalder, 
t 


merset. 
—- John, Cottingham, York, Carrier. May 1. England & Co, 


ull. 

Rabone, Edwd Wilson, Bellefield, Warwick. March!. Ryland & Mar. 
tineau, Birm. 

Scholey, John, Wakefield, York, Gent. Feb 28. Scholey & Skip~- 
worth, Wakefield. 

Shapley, Louisa Emma, Langton-rd, Camberwell, Spinster. Feb 16, 
Wild & Barber, Ironmonger-lane, Cheapside. 

Ten Saml, St Ives, Huntingdon, Gént. Jan 19. Thorp & Watts, 
St Ives. 

West, Jas, Pembury-rt, Hackney, Middx, Gent. Feb 1. Gole, Lime-st. 

Western, Charlotte White, Bath, Somerset, Spinster. Feb 10. Western 
& Sons, Bedford-row. 

Williams, Eliza, Bristol. Feb 15. Calder, Bristol, 

Yates, Matthias Wm, Cheapside, Table Cover Manufacturer. Feb 12. 
Rogers, Fenchurch-st. 

TuEsDAayY, Jan. 9, 1866. 

Cayley, Chas, Pall-mall, Publican. Feb 14. Prichard & Collette, Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fields. i 

bag oe Joseph, Clifton, Bristol, Esq. March 1. Gregory & Son, 

ristol. 

Dixon, Lucy, Brighton, Sussex. Feb 19. Boxall, Brighton. 

Fever, Sarah, Gravesend, Kent, Widow. Feb 14. Watson, Worship- 
st, Finsbury. 

Griffiths, John, Hawarden. Flint, Gent. Feb 28. Roberts & Co, Mold, 

Handy, Thos, West Kington, Wilts, Gent. Feb 23. Trenfield, 
Chipping Sodbury. 

Leigh, Ralph, Wigan, Lancaster, Gent. March |. Leigh & Son, 
Wigan. 

Mallory, Thos Toft, Portsmouth, Gent. Jan 31. Edgcombe & Cole, 
Portsea. 

Maude, Edwd Jas, Konstany, Grand Duchy of Baden. March 6. 
Nelson & Co, Leeds. 

Morley, Lewis, Halifax, York, Worsted Spinner. March 1. Wavell & 
Co, Halifax. 

Plows, Wm, York,Gent. Feb 15. Phillips, York. 

Richards, Saml, Piccadilly, Esq. March 1. Garrard & James, Suffolk- 
st, Pall-mall. 

Rodgers, John, sen, Eaton, Lancaster, Farmer. April 3. 

Smith, Wm, Cromer-st, Gray’s-inn-rd, Licensed Victualler. Feb 13, 
Flavell, Bedfurd-row. 

— Jeffery, Huntingdon, Innkeeper. Feb 10. Hunnybun, Hant- 
ingdon., 


| Taylor, Chas, King’s Norton, Worcester, Gent. Feb |. Beale & Co, 


birm. 
Valentine, Saul, Sandy’s-row, Bishopsgate-st, Gold Refiner. Feb 28. 
Sydney & Son, Finsbury-circus. 
Whitehead, Robt Hey, Rothwell, York, Stone Merchant. April 6. 
Turner, Leeds, 
Whitehead, Wm, Otley, York, Farmer. Feb 16. Constable, Otley. 
Assignments for Benefit of Creditors, 
Frrpay, Jan. 5, 1866, 
Franklyn, Fredk, Conduit-st, Regent-st, Esq. Dec 15. Thomson 
& Son, Cornhill. 
Houghton, Chas, Grimston, nr Tadcaster, York, Farmer. Dec 5. 
Simpson, Leeds. 
Hurst, John, Lpool, Biscuit Manufacturer. Dec 21. Martin, Lpool. 
Tousspax, Jan. 9, 1866, 
Phillips, Wm, Cheapside, Silk Manufacturer. Nov 6. Angell, Guild- 
hall-yard, 
Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Met, 1861. 
Fatpar, Jan. 5, 1866, 
Agg, Sophia Harriet, Fleet-st, Bookbinder. Dec 29. Comp. Reg 
Jan 4 


an 4. 
Armstrong, Wm, Scarborough, York, Grocer. Dec 8 Asst. Reg 


Jan 3. 
Bates, John, Northampton, News Agent. Deo 5. Asst. Reg Jan 2. 


Bell, John, St John’s-wood:-ter, Middx, Draper. Deo 13. Asst, Reg 
Jan 4 


Bingham, Wm, Leeds, York, Grocer. Dec 18, Asst. Reg Jan & 
—~ Earl, Watt's-buildings, Kingsland-rd, Gaafitter. Nov 24. Comp. 
wz Jan 4. 
ea Thos, Halifax, York, Damask Manufacturer. Dec 23, Asst. 
eg Jan 3. 
ag ec ae Chatham, Kent, Licensed Victualler. Dec 28. Comp. 
Reg Jan 5. 
Cocksedge, Offord Jas, Downham-rd, Islington, Comm Agent. Jan 4& 
Comp, Jan 5, 


a 
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ar vi = poe, Gt St Helen’s, Secretary toa Company. Dec 15. 
sst. 4 
— Watson Jas, Erith, Kent, Builder. Dec 26. Asst, Reg 


a Saml, p Poriet Davenham, Chester, Blacksmith. Dec 29. 

mp. 

es Joseph, Keighley, York, Grocer. Dec 13. Inspectorship. 
g Jan 3, 

Evans, Thos, Salford, Lancaster, Bricklayer. Dec 7. Asst. Reg Jan 3. 

Evans, Jas, Pope’s Head-alley, Cornhill, Tailor, Dec 20. Asst. Reg 


Jan 4, 
oa Jefford, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. Dec 30. Comp. 
g Jan 4, 
— Hy, Witton, Chester, Shipwright. Dec 18. Asst. Reg 


=, Wm, Wm Dene Gibson, & “a Hy Gibson, Lpool, Ship- 
smiths. Dec!3. Comp. Reg Jan 
——. Wm, Farnham, Surrey, ee Dec 20. Comp. Reg 
an 3, 
Harvey, Hy, Strand, Accountant. Dec 21. Comp. Reg Jan 4. 
4 = West ‘Gorton, Lancaster, Druggist. Jan3. Asst. Reg 


Jan 
Hitchins, Hy, Witton, Chester, Painter. Dec 21. Asst. Reg Jan 5. 
Jennings, John Edgell, Southampton, Chemist. Dec 26. Comp. Reg 


Justice, Philip, Conduit-st, Middx, Esq. Dec 18. Comp. Reg Jan 5. 
ceeny, Eliz, Neston, Chester, Flour Dealer. Dec 19. Comp. Reg 


n 4 
Levy, Phillip, Houndsditch, Stationer. Jan2. Comp. Reg Jan 4. 
Ss Birkenhead, Chester, Provision Dealer. Deo 26. Conv. 
g Jan 3 
—s Benj, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Tailor. Dec 6. Asst. 


Reg 
Mergin, Wan, Upper Norwood, Surrey, Watch Maker. Dec 6. Comp. 


Reg 
— Wm Whitehead, Bumpstead, Essex, Grocer. Dec 12. Asst. 
an 5. 

Ritman, Jacob, Manch, Dealer in Watches. Dec 21. Asst. Reg Jan 4. 
Roff, Wm, Marlborough, Wilts, Hatter. Dec 7. Asst. Keg Jan 2. 
Rourke, Peter, Manch, Wheelwright. Dec9. Asst. Reg Jan 5. 

as » Hugh, Bolton, Lancaster, Tin Plate Worker. Dec 8. Asst. 
Soper, John Richardson, Bermondsey, Builder. Dec 29. Comp. Reg 


a ey pene, Edgware-rd, Paddington, Stationer. Jan 4. Comp. 
g J 


Thomeon, Jes Pearson, Preston, Lancaster, Grocer. Dec 21, Comp. 

gs 

es 3 neg Bordesley-green, nr Birm, Wire Worker. Dec 11. Comp. 
g Jan 4 

White, Hy. Brill- -row, Somers-town, Potato Salesman. Dec 6. Comp. 


Reg Jan 
Willams, ~ 7 Trevethin, Monmouth, Grocer. Dec 19. Comp Reg 


TuEspay, Jan. 9, 1866. 
Austin, Edwd, St _fnenentnten, Chelsea, Chair Maker. Dec 12. 
Comp. Reg Jan 5, 
Baker, Wm Hy, Portsea, Hants, Tea Dealer. Dec 12. Comp. Reg 


Jan 6. 
— Thos, Leicester, Leather Merchant. Jan 1. Comp, Reg 
Baxter, Joseph, Blackburn, Lancaster, Tailor. Dec 12, Asst. Reg 


By Jas, Dover, Kent, Grocer. Dec 12. Comp. Reg Jan 6. 
——? Thos Rymer, Lpool, Coal Proprietor. Dec 2. Inspectorship. 


Jan 8, 

nebln, Isaac “+ aes Durdham Down, Bristol, Grocer. Dec 15. 
Conv. Reg Jan 9 

Byrne, Robt Hy, Worcester- st, South Belgravia, Commercial Clerk. 
Jan5. Comp. Reg Jan 8 

Calverley, John, Manshesterrd Kensington, Builder. Nov 27. Comp. 
Reg Jan 9. 

Chapman, Isaac, Margaret-pl, Hackney-fields, Cheesemonger., Dec 
19. Comp. Reg Jan 5 

Lpool, Comm Agent. Dec 16. Comp. Reg Jan 

= Saml, Caerphilly, Glamorgan, Grocer. Dec 18. cas. Reg 


cally, do ohn Gosport, Southampton, Ironmonger. Dec 13. Comp. 
g J 


niweoda, Joseph, Stratford, Essex, Manager of aCo pany. Dec 30. 
mp. g Jan 5. 

Fleming, Joha, Holland-st, Blackfriars, Licensed Victualler. Jan 5, 
Comp. Reg Jan 6. 

ng Wm, Todmorton, Oxford, Carpenter. Dec 13. Asst. Reg 


an 
Fryer, Thos wow, Hoxton-market, Old-st-rd, Cabinet Maker, Jan 
2, Comp. Reg Jan 6. 
Griffiths, Edwin, Westbromwich, Stafford, Iron Merchant. Dec 23. 
Comp. Reg Jan 6 
uae - raa Willes-rd, Kentish-town, Builder. Dec 13. Comp. Reg 
an 8. 
Hands, Fredk, Birm, Provision Dealer. Dec 21. Asst. Reg Jan 8. 
= Thos, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Builder. Dec 19. Comp. Reg 
an 
Horn, Hy, & Joseph Keighley, ws nr Leeds, York, Wholesale 
Drapers. Dec 12. Asst. Reg 
Marsh, Joseph, Chiselborough» Senareets, Tailor. Dec 27. Comp. 
g Jan 
— Jas, sen, Eccleshall,Stafford, Innkeeper. Dec 13, Asst. Reg 
n 8 
Miller, Jas Gordon, Foxley-rd, Brixton. Dec7. Comp. Reg Jan 8. 
—y John, Milverton, Somerset, Farmer. Dec18, Comp. Reg 


Jan 
Pam Thos, Sheffield, Oil Merchant. Dec9. Asst. Reg Jan 6. 
Moss, Joseph Slazenger, Manch, Tailor. Dec 12. Asst. Reg Jan 8, 
—, Alex, Halifax, York, Worsted Spinner, Dec 28. Comp. Reg 
‘an 8. 





—_ Fas gu Stafford-rd, Brixton, Flour Factor. Jan 4. Comp, 


Pierpint, Son, & ed me Pierpoint, Albert-rd, Peckham, Builderg 
mp. Reg 

Portman, —— Netherton, Worcester, Nail Maker, Jan 5. Comp. 
eg 

Prall Geo Nichols, + ia Wandsworth-rd, Corn Dealer. Deo 
28, Asst. Reg Ja an 5. 

Preston, Robt, Hazlehurst Mill, nr Ramsbottom, Lancaster, Manu- 
facturer. Dec 9. Conv. g Jan 6. 

— Nathaniel, Charlton King’s, Gloucester, Farmer. Dec 19, 


g Jan 6. 
Reed, Ghas Lancelot Southtown, Suffolk, Bricklayer. Dec 14. Asst, 
eg Jan 6, 
Kegan, Jas, a Spitalfields, Musical String Maker. Dec 14, 


Comp. Reg Jan 9. 
Ryan, John, Sateld, M.D. Dec 14. Inspectorship. Reg Jan 9. 
a —. Vickers, Sunderland, Boot Manufacturer, Dec 16, 
omp. Reg 
Stranack, Eliza Georgiana Amelia, Brighton, Sussex, Schoolmistress, 
Dec 29.” Comp. Keg Jan 9. 
a. —,° ee, Camberwell, Comm Agent. Dee 15, 
Comp. g Ji 
oe. so, nen, Southampton, Brewer. Dec 16, Comp. Reg 
an 6, 
Sutton, Wm, Yeovil, Somerset, Grocer. Decl4. Asst. Reg Jan5. 
Teasdale, Joseph, Hulme, Manch, Grocer. Dec 13. Asst. Reg Jan 8, 
7, Edmund Myer, Gt St Helens, Merchant. Jan4. Comp. Reg 


Jan 

miuscoti 8. any Shrubland-rd, Dalston, Mining Agent, Dec 30. Comp. 
Reg Jan 

Urwick, a. Stow-on-the-Wold, Glc ter, Innkeeper. Dec 14, 
Asst. Reg Jan 8. 

Wallwork, Jas, Manch, Yarn Agent. Dec 16. Comp. Reg Jan 9. 

Wilkinson, John, Birm, Chandelier Maker. Dec 8, Comp. y Rasa 5, 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, Jan. 5, 1866. 
To Surrender in London. 

Barker, Ephraim David Edmund, Gt Dover-st, Southwark, out of 
business. Pet Jan 3. Jan 23 at 12. Pittman, Upper Stamford-st, 

Barr, Andrew Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Jan | (for pau), 
Jan 3latl. Begbie, Essex-st, Strand. 

Brodie, Edwd, Newport-st, Lambeth, Cooper. Pet Dec40. Jan 20 at 
1, Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Byford, John, Barking-rd, Essex, Beer Retailer. Pet Dec 30. Jan 23 
atll, Silvester, Gt Dover-st, Newington. 

Champion, Ann Dimsdale, Gainsborough. rd, Stoke Newington, School- 
mistress. PetJan?2. Jan 17 at 12. Webb, Austinfriars. 

Cooper, Joseph Saml, jun, Pollard-row, Bethnal-green-rd, Crinoline 
Manufacturer. Pet Jan !. Jan 3l ati. Buchanan, Basinghall- st. 

Diespecker, Louis, Camden-rd, Middx, Wine Merchant. Pet Jan 2. 
Jan 17 at 12. Webb, Lincoln’ 's inn-fields, 

Dixon, John, Southwark-briége-road, Shopman to an Oilman. Pet 
Jan 1. Jan17at1!. Munday, Essex-st, Strand. 

Golding, Geo, Gt Thurlow, Suffolk, Farmer. Pet Jan2. Jan 23 at 12, 
Harrowel!, Barge-yd, Bucklersbury. 

Hall, Jas Gibbs, Old Ford-row, Bethnal-green, Auctioneer. Pet Jan 
3. Jan i7 at 12. Kent, Cannon-st West. 

Halley, John Joseph, Upper Stamford-st, Surrey, Bookkeeper. Pet 
Dec 28. Jan 3latil. Goldrick, Strand. 

Harley, Peter Melroe, Commercial-rd, Middx, Draper. Tet Dec 5. 
Jan 17at12. J. W. & W. Flower, Gracechurch-st. 

Hart, Hy, Colebrook-row, Islington, no occupation. Pet Dec 29. Jan 
3lat li. Riches, King’s Bench-walk, 

Hart, Herbert Wm, Strand, Engineer. Pet Dec 27. Jan 31 at 12 
Dobree, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Hartley, Ernest Augustus, Hungerford-rd, Camden-town, Catt'e In- 
spector. Pet Dec 23, Jan 23at12. Drake, Basinghall-st. 

Humphrey, Chas, Goudhurst, Kent, Beer Retailer, Pet Jan 3. Jan 
23 at 12. Beard, Basinghall- “st. 

Jackman, John, Southampton, Grocer. Pet Jan 2. Jan 23 at 11. 
Mackey, Southampton. 

Kendrick, Thos, Duke-st, Grosvenor-sq, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Dec 29.. Jan 17 at 11. King, Cheapsi e. 

Richardson, Geo, & Hy Francis Whittle, Winchester, Builders. Pet 
Jan2. Jan 23 at 12. Lawrence & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Richmond, John, Wick-lane, Old Ford, Middx, Engineer. Pet Jan 2 
Jan 3lati. Terry, King-st, Cheapside. 

Rumens, Wm, Commercial-rd, Peckham, no business. Pet Jan |. 
Jan 23 at1i!, Harrison, Basinghall- st. 

Small, Geo, Portabello-rd, Kensington, Plumber. PetDec 29. Jan 20 
atl. George, Jermyn- &t. 

Smith, Robt, sen, Kentish-town-rd, Builder. Pet Jan 2. Jan 31 at | 
Olive, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Wade, Geo, Rose-st, Newgate-market, Jobbing Butcher, Pet Dec 29. 
Jan 31 at ll. Stevens & King, Staple’ s-inn, 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Best, Wm Bartholomew, Lincoln, Corn Cake Manufacturer, Pet Jan 3. 
Leeds, Jan iat 12. Toynbee & Larken, Lincoln. 

Boardman, Jas Roscoe. “Lpool, Comm Merchant. Pet Jan 1. Lpool, 
Jan 16 atll. Hull & Co, Lpool. 

Burton, Wm, Tonbridge Wells, Kent, Bookbinder. Pet Jan1. Ton- 
bridge Wells, Jan 22 at 3. Cripps, Tonbridge Wells. 

Carey, Thos Augustus, Lpool, Coal Merchant. Pet Dec 380. Lpool, 
Jan 17 at 3. Gray, Lpool. 

Carrick, Chas, Leicester, Pawnbrok:r. Pet dm 2. Birm, Jan 16 at I!. 
Goldrick, Strand. 

Crane, Hy, Dudley, Worcester, Grocer’s Assistant. Pet Jan 1. Dudley, 
Jan Is atill, Lowe, Dudley. 

Crocker, Thos Bazley, Plymouth, Devon, Chemist, Pet Jan 1. Exeter, 
Jan 15 at 12.30. Fioud, Exeter. 

Cundy, Jas, St Austell, Cornwall, Thatcher. Pet Jan 1. St Austell, 
Jan 23 at 1l. Meredith, St Austell. 

Dobson, John, Sheffield, Wovllen Draper. Pet Jan 3, Leeds, Jan 19 
atl. Granger, Leeds. 
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Ensor, Danl, Somercotes, nr Alfreton, Lal Collier. Pet Oct 5° 
eon, Jan 13at12. Stone, Wirksworth. 
Fosbrooke, Leonard John, Birkenhead, Chester, a i Pet 
Dec 29. L a Ne 15 at 11. Richardson & Billson, L) ce 
Goodridge, » Burton, Pembroke, Shipwright. t Dec 26, 
nae tl Jan 13 at 12. Parry, Pembroke. 
Harris, some Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. ‘Adj Dec 13, Manch, 
Jan 26 at 1 
brough, ‘Thos, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Boot Seeeane, Pet Jan 
FE cardi iff, Jan 20atil, Bradgate, Newpo 
uitece, John, Tetford, Lincoln, hopkeeper. tet Jan 2. Horncastle, 
Jan l6 at 11. Brown & Son, Linco 


Jan 19 at 10. Dawson, Bradfo 
» Whistones, Worcester, Butcher. Pet Jan 2, 
a Worcester. 

arwick, Farmer. Pet Jan 2. Birm, Jan 
Pet Jan 2, 


Criek- 


Hollings, Richd, Bradford, York, ,caee setne-tn, Pet Dec 29. Brad- 
ford, 


Geo Underhill 
worcester, ~~ 16 at 11, 
Hutchison, Wm, Eatington, W: 
19 at 12. Allen, B Birm. 

Jeasett, Jy. High Wycombe, Buckingham, Silk Dyer. 

ycombe, Jan 17 at 11. Clarke, High Wycombe. 

Jones, Peach, Lianelly, Brecon, Timber Merchant. Pet Jan 2. 
howell, Jan 20 at il. Lewis, Crickhowell. 

Jones, Richd, Llanidloes, Montgomery, Watch Maker. Pet Jan 2. 
Lpool, Jan 16 at 12. Haigh & Deane, Lpool. 

Marsh, John, Whixley, York, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Dec 30. Knares- 
borough, Jan (7 at 10. Capes, Knaresborough. 

MoMillan, Thos, Gt Marlow, Bucks, Baker. Tet Dec 30. High 
Wycombe, Jan 17 at 11. Marshall, High Wycombe. 

Mewton, Jas Reed, Kingston-upon-Hull, Hosier. Pet Jan2. Kings- 
ton-upon-Hull, Jan 20 at 12. Hearfield, j jun, Hull. 

Nixon, Chas, Birm, out of business. Pet Jan 4. Birm, Jan 26 at 10, 
Beaton, Birm. 

Parkin, Geo Hy, Scarborough, York, Milliner. Pet Dec 18. Leeds, 
Jan22at11. Bond & Barwick, eeds. 

Pettman, John, Kingston-upon- Hull, ong oy Pet Jan2. Kings- 
ton-upon-Hull, Jan 20 at }1. Summers, 

ne, Bee, Birm, Blacksmith. Pet Jan 3. Birm, Jan 26 at 10, Allen, 


-~ vaids, an. a Stafford, Comm Agent. Pet Dec 4. Birm, 
7 19at12. James & Griffin, Birm, 
Ross, John, Narberth, Pembroke, Draper. Pet Jan!. Narberth, Jan 
ty We ll. Parry, Pembroke-dock. 
Salt, Geo, Wamsgrove, Pentridge, Derby, Publican. Pet Dec 28. 
Alfreton, Jan 13at12. Quarles, Nottingham. 
Sigsworth, Benj, Biand’s-cliff, Scarborough. Pet Dec 28. Scarborough, 
Jan 16 at 3. Taylor, Scarborough. 
Stephens, John, Exeter, Insurance Agent. Pet Jan2. Exeter, Jan 
19at11. Floud, Exeter. 
Walton, Blythe Barker, Lichfield,Chemist. Pet Jan3, Birm, Jan 22 
at 12. Reece & Harris, Birm. 
Whitbread, Geo Wm, Ramsden Bellhouse, Essex, Blacksmith. Pet 
Jan2. Brentwood, Jan20at 1!, Preston, Brentwood. 
White, Hy, Matlock-cliff, Matlock, Derby, Blacksmith. Pet Dec 22, 
Wirksworth, Jan 20at 11. Smith, Derby. 
TvuEspay, Jan. 9, 18°6. 
To Surrender in London. 
ent, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Jan 4, Feb 7 at 11. 
awle & Lovesy, New-inn, Strand. 
Booth, Thos Birchall, Wolverton, Bucks, Milliner, Pet Jan6. Jan 23 
atl. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 
Clements, John, Fulham.rd, Brompaon, Monumental Letter Cutter. 
Pet Jan 4. Jan 22 at ll. Davies, Baring-st, Hoxton. 
Fuller, John, De Beauvoir-rd, Kingsland, Mantle Manufacturer. Pet 
Jan 6, Jan 22 at 12. Bradley, Fenchurch-st. 
Hudson, Arthur, Wykham-villas, Wandsworth, no business, Pet Jan 
2. Jan 31 at 2. Ody, Trinity-st, Southwark. 
Hunt, Edwd, Three Crown-sq, Southwark, Hop Merchant. Pet Jan 
6. Feb 7 at 12. Stokes, High-st, Southwark. 
Johnson, Robt, & Jas Addie, York-st, Lambeth, Slate Merchants. 
Pet Dec 28, Jan 23 at ll. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry. 
iuaiend, Chas, Noble-st, City, Comm Agent. PetJan2, Jan 31 at 
Dobie, Guildhall-chambers. 
Sickert, Hy, Piccadilly, Licensed ne Pet Jan6. Jan 22 at 
12, Deane & Co, South-sq, Gray’s-in 
Miller, Wm, Middle-row, Spitalfields- saacbet, Butcher. Pet Jan 5. 
Jan 23 atl. Pearce, Giltspur-st. 
North, Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Jan6. Jan 22 at 12. 
Godfrey, South- -8q, Gray’s-inn, 
Thompson, Wm, Essex-st, Kingsland-rd, Silk Dyer. Pet Jan 4. 
Feb7 at il. Reed, Gui dhall-chambers. 
Townsend, John, Orpin ~~ Kent, Butcher, Pet Jan 4, Jan 22 at 11. 
Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl, Holborn. 
Warren, Edwd, Old Kent- rd, Upholsterer. Pet Jan 4. Jan 23 at1. 
Goldrick, Strand. 
Webster, John Egerton, Norwich, Gent. Pet Jan 4. Jan 22at 11, 
Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry. 
West, Edgar Edwd, Woodridings, Pinner, Middx, Artist. Pet Jan 3, 
Jan 31 at 2. Goldrick, Strand. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
err Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Adj Dec 13. Manch, Jan 29 


Bailey, Hy, Cranborne, Dorset, Blacksmith. Pet Jan5. Wimborne 
Minster, Jan 19 at 10. Tanner, Wimborne Minster. 
Barlow, Wm, Swinton, nr Rotherham, York, Carter. Pet Dec 26, 
therham, Jan 29 at 11. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 
Barker, Thos, Newton-by-Tattenhall, enter, Farmer. Pet Jan 4, 
1, Jan ig at ll. Evans & Co, Lpoo 
Bul , Geo, Islip, nr Thrapston, Noriharmpion, 3a Mat Maker. Pet Jan 5, 
pston, an 22atli. Ric ‘hrapston. 
ws, John, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Silk Meicer. Pet Dec 21. 
Bristol, Jan 19 at 11. Wild & Barber, Ironmonger-lane, Cheapside. 
Saml, Scarborough, York, Boot Maker. Pet Jan 6. Leeds, 
Jan 22 at 11. Cariss & Tempest, Leeds. 
Griffiths, John, Dolawn, nr Bethesda, Carnarvon, out of business. 
Pet Jan4. L ool, Jan 19at 11. Evans & Co, Lpool. 
h, John, fax, York, Slubber. Pet Jan 5. Malifax, Jan 19 at 
10, "Haigh, Huddersfield, 





Hatton, David, Birm, Journeyman Scale Beam Fitter. Pet Jan 1. 


Birm, Jan 26 ‘at 10. East. 
Holmes, Wm, Swansea, Glamorgan, Plumber. Pet Dec 21. Bristol, 


Jan 19 atll. Saunders, Birm. 
Holloway, Thos, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancaster, Assistant Stock 


Taker. PetJan4. Ulverston, Jan 22 at 10, Relph, Ulverston. 
Holtby, Eliz, Gt Driffield, York, ‘Grocer. Pet Jan6: Gt Driffield, Jan 
20 at Il. Wigmore, Gt Driffield. 


ay Ann, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet 
Jenkin, Eliz Jane, Redruth, Cornwall, out of business, Pet Jan 2. 
Redruth, Jan 20 at 11. Nalder, Redruth. 
Kirkpatrick, Hy, Wrexham, Denbigh, Woullen Draper, Pet Jan 4, 
Lane, Fredi, Wellington, Somerset, Farmer. Pet Jan 5. Exeter, Jan 
20at ll. Davie, Wellington. 
Leroy, Gustave, Lpool, Wine Merchant. Pet Jan 8. Lpool, Jan 23 at 
pool. 
May, rary Nottingham, Letter Carrier. 
Jan 31 at 11. Heathcote, Nottingham, 
Myatt, Wm, Hanley, Stafford, Journeyman Potter. Pet Jan 5, 
Payne, John, Hulme, Manch, Journeyman Joiner. Pet Jan6, Sal- 
ford, Jan 20 at 9.30. Hewitt, Manch. 
Pigott, Thos, Rampton, Nottingham, Fruiterer. Pet Jan6. East 
Potter, Hy Jas, Bradford, York, Chemist. 
at ll. Simpson, 
Purchase, Edwd, Stoke Sub Hamdon, Somerset, Shoemaker, Pet Jan 
5. Yeovil, Jan 24at12. Watts, Yeovil. 
Sealey, Moses, Southsea, Hants, Licensed Victualler. Pet Jan 3, 
Portsmouth, Jan 23at 11. Ford, Portsea. 
Jan 22 at 3. Etty, Lpool. 
Skerrett, Wm, Birkenhead, Chester, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Dec 26. 
Birkenhead, Jan |6 at 11. Moore, Birkenhead. 
Jan 20 at11. Wallis, Bodmin. 
Stubbs, John, Kingston-upon-Hull, Bootmaker. Pet Jan1. Leeds, 
Jan 24at12. Bell & Leake, Hul 
Jan 19 at 
Urch, Geo, Bristol, Grocer. Pet Jan 5. Bristol, Jan 19 at 12. Clifton. 
Vincent, Robt, East Grinstead, Sussex, Farmer. Pet Jan 5. Eas 
Watkins, John, Abergavenny, Monmouth, Innkeeper. Pet Jan 6, 
Watts, Francis, King’s-Lynn, Norfolk, Licensed Victualler. Pet Jan 
4, King’s Lynn, Jan 26at!1. Ward, King’s Lynn. 
Winkett, Chas, jun, Worcester, Dealer in Fish. Pet Jan 5. Worcester, 
Wilson, Isaac, Hyde, Chester, Grocer. 
atli. Hall & Janion, Manch. 
Woolgar, Thos, Leicester, Railway Clerk, Pet Jan 5. Leicester, Jan 
23 at 12. Chamberlain, Leicester. 
Wren, Geo, Lpool, Fancy Stationer. Pet Jan4. Lpool, Jan 19 at 11, 
Wyatt, Geo, Truro, Cornwall, Confectioner. Pet Jan 4. Truro, Jan 
20 at 3. Marshall, Truro. 
Bassam John, Leeds, Cloth Finisher. Pet Jan3. Leeds, Jan 22 at 11, 


Jan 4, Stockton-on-Tees, Jan 20at!1!, Griffin, Middlesbrough. 
1, Jan 19 at 12, Cartwright, Chester, 
Harris, L 
Pet Jan 4. Nottingham, 
Hanley, Jan 27 at ll. Moxon, Hanley. 
Retford, Jan 24 at 10. Brown, Lincoln. 
Pet Jan 5. Leeds, Jan 22 
Sharpe, Geo Leopo! ld, Lpool, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet. Jan 4. Lpool, 
Stephens, Edwin Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Bodmin. Pet Jan 3, Exeter, 
Turner, hee Prisoner for Debt, Waiton. Pet Dec 11 (for pau). Lpool, 
Grinstead, Jan 25at il. Mills, Brighton. 
Abergavenny, Jan 23 at 12. Bytheway, Pontypool. 
Jan 22 at 11. Clutterbuck, Worcester. 
Pet Dec 29. Manch, Jan 19 
Blackhurst, Lpool. 
Simpson, 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Frupay, Jan. 5, 1866. 
Hartley, Ernest Augustus, Ewell, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. Dec 23. 
TueEspaY, Jan. 9, 1866. 


Cooke, Richd, Freemantle, Southampton, Builder. Dec 6, 
Waddell, Hy Wm, Bond-ct, Walbrook, Wine Merchant. Jan 5. 








NK ERASING FLUID.—This valuable prepara- 
tion should be in every office. It is used by applying a small 
quantity with the tip of the finger, or a camel hair pencil. The ink is 
completely removed, and the surface of the paper left quite smooth. 
Price, in bottles, 1s,, 2s., 3s. 6d., and 5s.—Sample bottle post free, on 
receipt of 16, 28, 44, or 68 postage stamps. Liberal allowance to the 


trade. 
GEO. WILSON, 78, Borough-road, S.E. 


SLACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 83. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Paent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 183. setof six. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
6s, 6d, set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s.6d, <A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’ s Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 years, 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., 16s., and 18s. per dozen. White Bone Knives 
and Forks, 8s. 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All war- 
ranted. 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pure 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free. Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
selebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 
per rail. 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset Ilouse. 


T°? SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES, 
will find the best-made articie lower than any other house. Lists 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post free. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 335, Strand, opposite Somerset Hous@.s 
Established nearly 50 years. Ordcis edove £2 sent carriage f-ee, 
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Periodical Sales of Absolute or Contingent Reversions to Funded or other 
Property, Annuities, Policies of Assurance, Life Interests, Railway, 
Dock, and other Shares. Bonds, Clerical Preferments, Rent Charges,and 
all other descriptions of present or prospective Property. 

R. FRANK LEWIS begs to give notice that his 
SALES for the present year will take place at the LONDON 
TAVERN. or the following days, viz.:— 
Friday, February 9. | Friday, May 11. Friday, September 14. 
Friday, March 9. Friday, June 8. Friday, October 12. 
Friday, April 13. Friday, July 13. Friday, November 16. 
Friday, August 10. Friday, December 14 
Particulars of properties intended forsale are requested to be forwarded 
at least 14 days prior to either of the above dates, to the offices of the 

auctioneer, 36, Coleman-street, E.C., where information as to value, &c., 

aud printed cards of terms may be had. 





Periodical Sales of Freehold, Copyhold, and Leasehold Estates, Shares, 
Mortgages, Reversions, Leases, Goodwills, &c.—Established in 1844. 
NV ESSRS. C. C. & T. MOORE respectfully inform 

the Public that their Monthly Sales of the above description of 

property are appointed to take place at GARRAWAY’S Coffeehouse, 
Change-alley, Cornhill, on the following Thursdays in 1866 :— 

January 18th, | April 12th, | July 12th, | October 11th, 
February 8th, May 10th, August 9th, November 8th, 
March 8th, | June 14th, | Septemr.13th, | December]3th. 

Particulars of property intended to be included in any of the above 
sales should be sent to the offices at least fourteen days prior, but a 
longer notice is preferable. 

Auction Offices, 144, Mile-end-road, E., December, 1861. 





Stepney.—On the Mercers’ Estate.—Leasehold Dwelling-house, for occ u- 
pation, investment, or business purposes. 

ESSRS. C. C. & T. MOORE wiil SELL by 

é AUCTION, at GARRAWAY’S, on THURSDAY, JAN. 18, at 

TWELVE, by order of the Executors of the late Mr. James Davis, a 

seven-roomed HOUSE, with good yard, long walled garden, and ware- 

house at side, No. 31, Holmes-street, Step ey; annual value £35; term 
36 years; ground-rent £8 per annum, land-tax redeemed. 

Particulars at Mercers’ Hall, Cheapside; at Garraway’s; and at the 
Auctioneers’ Offices, No. 144, Mile-end-road, E. 
Mile-end.—Two well-built, modern Residences, adapted for occupation. 
M ESSRS. C. C. & T. MOORE will SELL by 

AUCTION, at GARRAWAY’S, on THURSDAY, JAN. 18, at 
TWELVE, in Two Lots, TWO superior and well-finished RESIDENCES, 
centrally situate, betwéen Mile-erd and East and West India Dock roads, 
being Nos. | and 2, St. Paul s-road, adjacent tu St. Paui’s Church, in the 
hamlet of Mile-end Old-town; let to responsible tenants, at £35 and 
£30 per annum each ; term 98 years; ground-rent £5 each. 

Particulars of 

E. H. BARLEE, Esq., Solicitor, 52, Old Broad street, E.C.; 
at Garraway’s; and at the Auctivneers’ Offices, 144, Mile end-road, E. 


Victoria-park.—Two excellent Residences, one ready for immediate occu- 


pation. 
ESSRS. C. C. & T. MOORE will SELL by 
AUCTION, at GARRAWAY'S, on THURSDAY, JAN. 18, at 
TWELVE, in Two Lots. TWO VILLA RESIDENCES, with front and 
back gardens, Nos. 3 and 4, Fern villas, Victoria-park-ruad; annual 

rental £42 each; term 83 years; ground-rent £7 10s. each, 

Particulars of 

W. T. HOWARD, Esq., Solicitor, Guardians’ Offices, Bishop’s road, 


N.E.; 
at Garraway’s; ardat the Auctioneers’ Offices, 144, Mile-end-road, E. 








St. Paul’s-road, E.—Two Leasehold Houses, adapted for occupation or 


investment. . 

ESSRS. C. C. & T. MOORE will SELL by 

AUCTION, at GARRAWAY’S, on THURSDAY, JAN. 18, at 

TWELVE, TWO well-built, seven-roomed DWELLING-HOUSES, de- 

sirably situate, with conservatories, Nos. 12 and 14, St, Paul’s road, near 

Burdett-read, Mile-end; annua! rental £35 each; term 97 years; 
ground-rent only £5 each, 

Particulars of 
Messrs. TAYLOR & JAQUET, Solicitors, No. 15, South-street, Fins- 
bury-square; 
at Garraway’s; and at the Auctioneers’ Offices, 144, Mile-end-road, E. 





Kennington-park.—By order of the Mortgagee.—A capital Frechold 
Dwelling-house, with double-fronted Shop and private entrance (with 
possession), many years known as Burn’s library. 

WV R. BRIANT is instructed to SELL by AUC- 

N TION, at GARRAWAY’S, on MONDAY, JAN. 22nd, at 

TWELVE for ONE, a capital FREEHOLD DWELLING-HOUSE and 

double-fronted SHOP, situate and being known as Burn’s Library, Ken- 

nington green, of the estimated annual value of £70. May be viewed. 
Particulars had at Garraway’s; of 
8. T. CLARKE, Esq., Solicitor. 30, Bury-street, St. James's ; 
and at Mr. BRIANT’S Auction Offices, 200, Kenniagton-park-road. 
ess & SCHALLER (removed from Piccadilly) 
—The INDEX, printed MONTHLY (first published in 1820), o 

ESTATES, Country and Town Houses, Manors, Hunting Quarters, Shoote 

ings and Fishings, Farms, &c., to be LET or SOLD, can be had (free) at 

their Offices, 25, Charles-stret, St. Jumes’s, S.W., cnposite the Junior 

United Service Club. Particulars inserted without charge, but for next 

publication must be forwarded before the 28th of each month. 


ANTED, by the LIFE 
MORTGAGE, and ASSURANCE COMPANY (Limited), DIS- 
TRICT SUPERINTENDENTS of AGENTS for several localities in 
England and Scotland. Middle-aged men preferred.—Apply, Head Office 
$, New Dridge-street, Blackfriars, EDWIN YELLAND, Manager. 








EK STATES AND HOUSES, Country and Town 
Residences, Landed Estates, Investments, Hunting Seats, Fi 

and Shooting Quarters, Manors, &c.—Mr. JAMES BEAL’S REGISI'ER | 

the above, published on the Ist of each month, forwarded per post, or 

may be had on application at the Office, 209, Piccadilly, W.—Particulars: 

for insertion should be forwarded not later than the 28th of each. 

month. 


ALPH LEIGH, Deceased.—Pursuant to the Act of 
Parliament, 22nd & 23rd Vict., cap. 35, intituled, “ An Act to 
further Amend the Law of Property and to relieve Trustees.” Notice is 
hereby given that all Creditors and other persons having claims or 
demands against the estate of Ralph Leigh, late of Wian, in the county of 
Lancaster, Gentleman (who died on the 29th day of September last, and 
whose will and codicils were, on the 6th day of November last, proved in 
the District Registry of her Majesty’s Court of Probate at Liverpool. by 
Reece Bevan, of Wigan aforesaid, Esquire, Richard’ Leigh, of Wigan 
aforesaid, Gentleman, and James Lamb Moore, of Southport, in the said 
county, Coal Merchant, the executors therein named) are hereby re. 
quirei to send in the particulars in writing of their respective claims 
against his estate, to us, the undersigned Solicitors for the Executors, on 
or before the Ist day of March next, after which day the said Executors 
will distribute the assets of the said deceased among the parties entitled 
theretv, having regard to the claims only of which they shall then have 

had notice.—Dated this 4th day of January, 1866. 

LEIGH & SON, Wigan, 








Now ready, limp cloth, price 2s, PING. free, 2s, 7d., 
gpa ord BOOK-KEEPING; a Simple and 
Practical Systm, gleaned from actual experience, and applicable 
to every kind of practice, with forms of books and explanatory remarks 
thereon, 
Farnies, Broraers, & Co., Accountants and Law Costs Draftsmen, 
18, Bucklersbury. 


SMETHURST’S LOCUS STANDI. 

Shortly will be published. 1 vol., 8s., 
TREATISE ON THE LOCUS STANDI of 
PETITIONERS against PRIVATE BILLS in PARLIAMENT, 

By JAMES MELLOR SMETHURST, Esq., of Trinity College, Cam- 
bridge, M.A., and of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 

. —* Srevens & Haynes, !!, Bell-yard, Lincoln’s-inn, Law Pab- 
ishers, 








In one volume, crown 8vo, price 3s, 
A TREATISE ON THE ENGLISH LAW OF 
DOMICIL. Dedicated, by permission, to Vice-Chancellor Sir 
Richard Torin Kindersley. By OLIVER STEPHEN ROUND, Esq., of 
Lincoln's-inn, Barrister-at-Law. 
London: 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 


ESSRS. HOOPER & SON’S extensive connee- 
l' tion with the Profession affords them the opportunity to intro- 
duce Gentlemen seeking PARTNERSHIPS to Suvlicitors who, from 
ncrease of business retirement of partners, or otherwise, are desirous to 
form new connections. Vendor and purchaser are alike invited to 
register their requirements, for which no charge is made. —45, Fleet- 
street. 


OOPER & SON, 45, Fleet-street.—Stamp Deeds 

free of charge, the Parchment having been supplied by them— 

Negotiate Partnerships—Introduce Clerks—Attend to every description 

of Agency business which does not require professional aid.—Hoorse & 
Son, 45, Fleet-street. 


OLICITORS and FIRMS seeking - PARTNERS 
kK are respectfully requested by Messrs, Hooper & Son to register 
their requirements. ° 8. have clients prepared to invest sums 
varying trom £500 to £12,000.—45, Fleet-street. 


\HE attention of SOLICITORS and Members of 
the LEGAL PROFESSION is respectfully requested to the Accom- 
modation offered for WITNESSES and Others at the Northumberland 
Hotel, 10 & 11, Northumberland-street, Strand. Within a short 
of the Law Courts, Westminster, and Lincoln’s-inn. Arrangements made 
by the day or week.—Address, Mrs. Tass, Proprietor. 
"}\HE COMPANIES ACT, 1862.—Every requisite 
under the above Act supplied on the shortest notice. The Books 
and Forms kept in stock for immediate use. Articles of Association 
speedily printed in the proper form for registration asd distribution, 
Share Certificates engraved and printed. Official Seals designed and 
executed. No charge fur sketches, 
Asu & Fwint, Stationers, Printers, Engravers, &c., 49, Fleet-street, 
London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 


ENRY GREEN (many years with the late George 
Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 
the Legal Profession to the advantages of his long experience of upwards 
of twenty years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &., and 
hereby solicits their continued support. —N B. One copy of advertisement 
only required, and the sirictest care and promptitude assured. 
SLACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
kK ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern.” = Thread. King’s. 
£n,4 £8, £84 £84 
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Table Forks, per doz 
Dessert ditto ... 
Table Spoons . 
Dessert ditto ;. 


«+ £ 0 Oandi 10 
Tea SPOON .eceseercevers 


0 12 Oand 0 18 


5 0 
8 0 
15 0 
0 3 6 
Every Article for the Table asin Silrer. A Sample Tea §; 
wa on receir* of 20 stamps. 





|| =a See Pe Ewe? || o 


BEERBFESEREESS . 


y s 
Fe 


SEFRRT ES gS 


